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ECCLESIASTICAL PROCEEDINGS 

IK THB 

Congregational Church and Society 
in Brooklyn, (Conn.) 

AMD PARTICULARLY OF TBS 

PROCEEDINGS AND RESULT OF THE CONSa 
CIATION OF WINDHAM COUNTY, 

/JV FEBRUARY, 18 If, 
no* 

A CHARGE OF HERESY AGAINST THE JUNIOR PASTOR 
OF SAID CHURCH AND SOCIETY. 



BY LUTHER WILLSON, A. M. 



" Judge not, th?t ye he set judged : for with what judgment ye judge, ye shall 
be judged ; and with what measure ye mete, it •hall be measured to you again." 

" By their fruits ye shall know them.* 1 

** Wisdom from above is first pure, then peaceable, geatfc, and easy to be en* 
treated; fall of mescjr aad geod fonts; without jkartiafitf, and without fey* 
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A KEVIEW, tfc. 



[The following documents, with remarks, will afford, it is believed, 
satisfactory evidence that the Rev. Luther Willsok, the junior pastor 
of the church in Brooklyn, who had altered his views upon the sub- 
ject of the Trinity, and was accused of heresy before the Consociar 
ion of Windhaip County, was ever solicitous, from the commence- 
anient of the difficulty occasioned by his change of sentiments until the 
time of his dismission, to continue with the church and society in 
Brooklyn in peace, or to leave them peaceable and united among- 
.themselves, and in a manner consistent with the principles and char- 
acter of a- Christian minister.] 



Hecordofthe Church. 

IN consequence of uneasiness and disaffection in 
the church and among thfe people on account of erroneous 
opinions supposed to oe entertained by Mr. WiHson, their 
junior pastor, — Dr. Whitney, their senior pastor, and some 
members of the church, thought it advisable that there 
should be a church-meeting appointed to converse tokh 
*Mr« Willson on the subject, and with his approbation ami 
consent. Accordingly a meeting was appointed on the 
"8th day of February, 1816, at 3 o'clock, P.M. at the 
meeting-house. The church accordingly met on said 8th 
day of February, at Said place, for the purpose of inquiring 
4s to a change or supposed change in the opinions of Mr. 
-Willson. Considerable conversation took place on the 
subject, but no votes passed ; and the meeting was ad- 
journed to the 16th or the instant month, at 3 o'<otock, 
J\ M. in the meeting-house* 

" February 16th — The church met at time and plaee 
•according to adjournment. After opening with prayer, 






John Parish, Esq. was chosen Moderator,* and Capt. Mo. 
ses Clark 9 Scribe. The church then requested Mr. Will- 
son to make a statement of his views with respect to the 
divinity of our Lord Xesus Christ. He accordingly de- 
clared it as ' his prevailing opinion, that the Lord Jesus 
Christ, the Son of God, is not, in his own nature as a di- 
vine person, equal and eternal with the Father, the su- 
preme, self-existent God.' Upon which declaration of 
Mr. Willson, the church immediately passed the following 
vote, viz. * The doctrine of the Trinity is an essential or 
fundamental doctrine' — thirteen in the affirmative, five in 
. ihe negative, and five neutral." 

Mr. W. after expressing his opinion in the terms thus 
recorded, declared himself ready to give his reasons for 
the change that had taken place in his views upon the Di- 
vinity of Christ, at that time, or at any time when the 
church should be disposed to hear them. The church 
did not, however, then % nor have they since f discovered any 
desire to become acquainted with the process of. mind,, or 
the reasons, which produced a change in his opinion. 

After the vote upon the doctrine of the Trinity, which 
passed almost immediately upon its being proposed to the 
church, at the urgent motion of two of its members, and 
apparently with a particular design to avoid an explanation 
of their Views of this doctrine, or of the object and appli- 
cation of the vote ; Mr. W. requested those who joined in 
it, to inform him in what sense they viewed the doctrine 
of the Trinity to be essential, or fundamental ; whether 
they intended to be understood as declaring, by that act, 
that they considered a belief in this doctrine essential to 
salvation, or to Christian fellowship. Mr. W. observed, 
that he deemed it a matter of particular, practical impor- 
tance to a pastor, whose duty it was to propose individuals 
for admission to Christian privileges, to ascertain the sense 
of the ehureh, whether they considered such a belief es- 

* Pr. Whitney, the senior pastor, on account of' the infirmities of age, was not ible 
tto be from hit own houae-at that action, to- preside at toe moating, air. W. the jor 
#jor pattoj, cgpectios; his change of sentiment* to be the particular subject of inquiry 
and investigation, and apprehending the* necenky of considerable conve r sation and 
discussion on his part, which might not be prudent for him to allow himself in the 
-rapacity of •§ Moderator, suggested to the church the propriety of appointing one of 
their riumbci to preside at the meeting, who would probably be considered more dis- 
interested and impartial, Accordingly Mr. J a* ilb, a mntibor oj the chorch, wm 
f.boten Ifoifciator, 
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sential to Christian fellowship ; stating, that if they consid- 
ered it thus essential, their views were very different from 
what he had always supposed ; ' and that it would be for 
his happiness and theirs, that his pastoral relation to them 
be dissolved. Obtaining no answer to his inquiries as to 
the meaning and application of the vote, and anxious to 
know their feelings with respect to him as their pastor, he 
urged them to express their minds, (after being made ac- 
quainted with the change that had taken place in his views 
upon a doctrine which they then declared fundamental,) 
whether they were satisfied or dissatisfied with him as 
their minister. The church being unwilling to act in the 
case, though repeatedly and earnestly solicited, he request* 
ed those that were in the vote to call upon him, that ht> 
might have opportunity to converse with them, and ascer- 
tain their sense of the vote, and also their views with re- 
spect to him as their pastor. Several of them called, a- 
greeably to his request ; while others, (about half the num- 
ber that were in the vote,) and some, indeed, aged and lead- 
ing members of the church,* never visited him, nor sought 
an opportunity to converse with him upon the subject, f 

It is here proper to remark, that two members who join- 
ed in the vote, being unacquainted with the views of those 
that moved it, and not sufficiently considering its obvious 
import, or the construction ^o which it was liable among 
those that were conversant with ecclesiastical affairs, had 
occasion, soon after, very much to regret their' agency in 
giving sanction to such a record in the church. Upon re* 
flection, they' saw, that without their concurrence the vote 
would not have passed ; that they had bteen instrumental 
in bringing it into the church, though unapprehensive, at 
the time, of the use that might be made of it, and of the 
consequences that might result from it. Their only view, 
when they acted, was to declare their firm belief in the 
Trinity as a doctrine of revelation ; as one, among others 

* Capt. Daniel Tyler and Deacon Joseph Scarborough. Whether these gentlemen 
conatdeaed the request of their pastor unreasonable, and andean ving their attention ; 
4>t were diaincHned to a candid and full discussion of the subject under consideration t 
or were conscious, from their own feelings, of personal animosities that rendered them 
•versa to such an interview \ or were influenced by other motives, is best known to 
themselves. 

t It appeared from conversation with those that called upon Mr. W. that some in- 
tended, by their act, no more than, a declaration of their settled belief in the Trinity : 
Others intended by it a publics; disapprobation of Mr. W.'s sentiments : Not one, that 
1 iceoUcft, expressed an op total that a belief in the Trinity was essential to communion. 



•in connexion, that was essential to make up the Christim 
system. 

Frona conversation with Mr, W. the junior pastor, they 
were led to suppose (what afterwards proved true) that the 
construction put upon the vote declaring the doctrine of 
the Trinity to be fundamental, by those who claim to be 
tof the orthodox faith, would require a publick assent to it, 
-as necessary to Christian fellowship. With these views, 
and with serious concern for the evils that might arise 
from this act of the church, in which they concurred, they 
were anxious that a meeting should be appointed, to see if 
the church would not annul their vote upon the doctrine 
of the Trinity, or so explain and modify it as not to re- 
quire an assent to it as an indispensable qualification for 
-Christian communion. Accordingly a petition was pre- 
pared and signed by them and others, that concurred in 
the same act, for the purpose of rescinding the vote, or 
procuring such an explanation as should allow those who 
might disbelieve the Trinity, the common rights and priv- 
ileges of members of the church. One of the individuate 
that signed the petition called upon the Rev.* Dr. Whitney, 
the senior pastor, to converse with him, and obtain his opin- 
ion of the meaning of the vofte. Dr. W. in conversation 
with him, satisfied his mind that the vote upon the doctrine 
of the Trinity would not be so construed and applied by the 
church as to prevent those from enjoying Christian privileges 
^sr ho could not acknowledge the, truth of this doctrine. Fron? 
this interview with Dr. W. he was induced to Relieve, that 
a difference of opinion upon this subject . would by no 
means be -considered by the church as . interrupting the 
charity and communion of its. members. In consequence 
of this conversation, and relying upon the opinion of Dr» 
W. as to the sense And construction of the vote, the indi- 
viduals who had prepared the petition* proceeded no far- 

*• TV number that signed the petition wai feur~ali of them in the vote that de- 
clared the doctrine. of the Trinity to be fundamental. The petition would have gone 
forward to the church, and probably with the addition Of more names that concurred 
in ihe vote, hid it not been prevented by the conversation and opinion of the senior 
jiastor. Deducting the four that signed the petition, and concurred in the vote spaa 
Ihe Trinity, from thirteen, the whole number, leaves, at moat, hot nine in favour of * 
belief in the Trinity as necessary to communion. These four -added to the ten, that 
did not concur in the vote, gives, at least, fourteen to nine, who did not consider a 
belief in the Trinity essential to communion. Tbua the tense" of • majority of the 
-church upon the subject of the Trtoity, at the time the vote wis passed, as it is col- 
lected from circumstances, and by a just calculation, waa evidently in favour of a 
liberal communion. But still, I think, the terms of 4ht vote are lately interpreted** 
a different and restricted sense. 



fher in pursuance of their object.- But, however much to 
be regretted, Dr. W. and other members of the church, 
who had hitherto been liberal in their opinions and con* 
duct, have since thought it necessary to practise upon a 
<*** priarifk. .* 

Church Record. $ 

" At a meeting of the congregational church in Brook* 
lyn, warned by the junior pastor of said church on the 
24th of March, and holden on the 25th, 1816, Deacon 
Roger W. Williams was chosen Moderator, and David 
Prince, Clerk. Voted^ that this meeting be adjourned to 
Friday next, at 1 o'clock, P. M. the 29th day of March 
instant." 

There is an important omission in this record. For 
what reason, or how it came, I am unable to say. 

Dr. W. the senior pastor, has uniformly kept the book 
of records. When he was unable to attend the meetings, 
the votes and proceedings of the church were transmitted 
to him. When he attended, he has made the record ac* 
cording to his own recollection and judgment. In record* 
ing, he has sometimes omitted, and sometimes altered, ei- 
ther unintentionally and by accident, or because he thought 
best. Had the omissions and alterations been made only 
and apparently with a view to exhibit the records with 
greater accuracy and precision, and in a more perfect 
form, without materially affecting the sense, there would 
be no occasion for this remark. 

A record of three successive meetings, (the first, Febro* 
ary 8th, and the last, March 25th,) was made out, approved, 
and voted by the church. The following, a part of die 
record of the meeting, March 25th, a copy of which, on 
the same paper with other records, was voted by the 
church, transmitted to Dr. W. and has since been lost, is 
here added, as it is important to illustrate after proceedings 
of a committee of the church before a Council on the first 
day of May, 1816. 

" This meeting of the church was appointed for the pur- 
pose of inquiring into the true meaning, extent and applU 
cation of the vote at the last meeting, Feb. 16th; and also 
of ascertaining the Sentiments of the church, whether they 



were satisfied with Mr. W. as a Christian minister ; and 
whether they wished, or not, that his pastoral relation to 
them should be dissolved. No vote or resolution was 
passed explanatory of the vote above- mentioned, nor rela- 
tive to the other matters proposed for consideration."—* 
[This record should have been inserted before the vote of 
adjournment.] 

Dr. W. the senior pastor, was particular to state in his 
record of this meeting, that it was warned by the junior 
pastor the 24th of March, and held the next day ; while 
he omitted to mention the object for which it was appoint* 
ed, as contained in the record transmitted to him ; and al- 
so the fact, that the meeting was warned by the junior pas* 
tor with his concurrence and approbation. The purpose 
and time of the meeting were particularly stated to the se- 
nior pastor before it was notified, and he concurred in it 
without any objection, either as to the object or time of 
the appointment. 

The reasons that operated with the junior pastor in ap- 
pointing this meeting of the church, may be seen .from a 
statement of facts. The church and society in Brooklyn 
had been considerably agitated for more than two months, 
through the influence of a few individuals, in consequence 
of a change in the views of the junior pastor respecting the 
supreme divinity of Jesus Christ. Several members of 
the church had been vigilant and active in endeavouring 
to produce an alarm in the church and society on account 
of this change. On the 16th of February, the church 
passed a vote upon the Trinity, which, from the circum- 
stances that occasioned and attended it, appeared to have 
been designed by those who moved it, as an implied pub* 
lick censure of the opinions of their pastor. The excite* 
ment among the people, arising from the apprehension that 
the errours of their pastor were destructive in their tenden* 
cy and fatal in their effects, must necessarily be regarded 
by a Christian minister with a feeling concern for his. own 
situation, and for that of his people. Among those thtt 
professed, the greatest zeal for truth, the most pointed pas- 
sages of scripture against false teachers had become cur* 
rent and familiar ; and though used, in some instances, 
with studied caution, their intended application and effect 
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Were by ho means doubtful in the minds of* those ihit w 
accustomed to hear them. 

As few had conversed with Mr* W< upon his particular* 
sentiments, he wished the congregation to be acquainted 
with his general views of the divinity of Christy that the 
church and Society might be prepared* if they were dis* 
posed* and circumstances should require it; to act deci- 
sively respecting him as their minister* He accordingly 
delivered a publick discourse, in which he endeavoured 
briefly to lay open his particular opinions, in distinction 
from what is cofmhomly considered the orthodox faith; 
opinions, which he had but intimated in publick before, in 
two short sentences of k a former discourse. At the close 
of the publick exercises of the Sabbath, immediately after 
Mr, W.'s discourse, in which were exhibited his distinct 
and peculiar sentiments* a member of the church* (respect- 
ed for his age and standing,- and distinguished for his zeal 
in opposition to Mr* W.) with much earnestness and vio- 
lence called upon the assembly* as they were about to re- 
tire, to pause; directed their attention to the preacher* 
and. in view of the sentiments that had been delivered from 
the desk, denounced him as a false teacher, and admonish- 
ed the congregation to beware of his instructions, as full of 
philosophy and vain deceit.f 

In. view of these facts, Mp* W.- was anxious, as appears; 
from the record that was omitted, £see the record,} and 
that ought to have Seen inserted, to know the miners of the 
church respecting him as their minister, and with respect 
to the meaning of a certain vote,- which, from its doubt- 
ful phraseology, the cautious silence of those that moved 
it, and their reluctance to explain at the time it was passed,- 
appeared to have been introduced with a particular design,J 
and to have an alarming, tendency upon the peace arid tran- 
quillity of the church. While thus observing the move- 
ments of those that had influence hi the church; their 



* Capt. Daniel fyler. 

f I will not omit 10 obitrve, that this trail the friendly admonition, within my 
ajecollaction, that this gentleman eVer thought proper to administer to his pastoY, either 
jtoblickly or privately, to reclaim him from what he considered * most dangerous er- 
tfour. And, indeed", the admonition admininlatered seemed principally intended ar 
an alarm or warning to the congregation. 

$ Mr. W. not being* able to obtain ati eftplmitiori, wished to know of them, if they 
intended by it to impose upon him any restriction at to avowing or ptcaching. hii sefi« 
foments. They were silent; they give him no answer* 

2 
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publick acts, their private insinuations and poblidk re- 
proaches, evidently designed to destroy his reputation as * 
Christian teacher ; if tfas impossible for Mr. W. not to be 
solicitous to be relieved from the stfsp&ise necessarily at-* 
tending his situation, by obtaming the sentiments of the 
church respecting him as their pastor. He hoped and be* 
lieved, that none who were opposed to his ministry Would 
be so disingenuous as to conceal their sentiments with re* 
fepect to him, or to express them in ambiguous terms* 
They did not, however, think proper, at the meeting, 
(with the exception of a few individuals,) to disclose their 
sentiments in relation to the subjects proposed for consid* 
eration. And, indeed, these individuals expressed noth- 
ing of their opinions and feelings in regard to the propriety 
of Mr. W.'s dismission. 

Before the meeting was adjourned, Mr. W. proposed to 
tinite with the church in calling a Mutual Council, to take 
a view of all difficulties, and to give their advice. A Mu- 
tual Council was agreed upon at the adjourned meeting 
for that purpose, and convened at the time appointed. 

Record of the Adjourned Meeting. 

" March 29th-t-Tfie church melt according to adjourn- 
ment. 

" Voted* to accept of Mr. Wilhson'S prdpdsal to call a 
Mutual Cotincii to consider existing matters df diffctfcrlty, 
and advise to measures for terminating them ; and agfeed 
to invite the Rev. Joseph Sumner, D. t). of Shrewsbury, 
Andrew Lee, D. D. of Lisbon, and ReV. Abiel Williams, 
of Dudley, with delegates from the churches of tvhidh 
they are pastors, to meet at Brooklyn, on Wednesday, the 
first day of May next, at 10 o'clock, A. M» to afford that 
advice and direction, ivhldh it is hoped may happily tend 
"to the restoration df peace among us. 

" Potedi that Joseph Scarborough, Esq. Capt. Mo$es 
Clark', and Capt. Benjamin Pierce, should be a committee 
to lay matters of grievance before the Council." ' 

The Council met at the time appointed, the first ttf 
May ; and, after forming, adjourned to the meeting-house 
to attend to business. 
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Statement befbrt the Council by the Committee of the 

Church* 

" The committee of the church, appointed to lay their 

£ altera of grievance before this venerable Council, would 
:g leave to exhibit the following statement : 

" That for a great length of time, under the ministration 
of tjieir Bey. senior pastor, previous to his labours' being 
interrupted by the infirmities of age, this church enjoyed 
Unusual peace and tranquillity. 

" That, from its first organization, it hath uniformly 
professed the belief of the doctrine of the Trinity, and the 
real proper deity of the Lord Jesus Christ, as being essen- 
tial articles of the Christian system, and as lying at the 
foundation of all our hope. 

" That whe$ the Rev, Luther Willson was ordained over 
this church as a colleague pastor, he was ordained by a 
Trinitarian Council ; and by the profession which he then 
made, was considered as being consentaneous with the 
church 09 these important subjects. 

" That, ip process of time, the Rev. Luther WiUson 
hath departed .from these articles of faith; and hath ex- 
pressly declared, not only in private, but also from the pul- 
pit, that it is his prevailing opinion, that the Lord Je£us 
Christ, the Son of God, is not, in his own nature as a di- 
vine person, equal and eternal with the Father, the supreme 
and selfcexistent God* 

" That this change of opinion as to the character of the 
Saviour, being frequently and clearly evinced, has wound* 
ed the feelings of not a few, who feel it their indispensable 
(duty to honour the Son even as they honour the Father, in 
obedience to what they find written, John v. 23 ; fully be- 
lieving, that they who do not honour the Son as they hon- 
our the Father, do not honour the Father. 

"And as the church, on account of this important 
-ehange of sentiment, can no longer he edified under his 
ministration, they would request the advice of this venera- 
ble Council as to measures to be taken for the removal of 
difficulties and restoration of peace.— And may the bless- 
ing of God attend all efforts to accomplish these desirable 
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This statement, Ijpth for its contents and the circura* 
stances attending it, ought not to pass without notice. 

1. It declares, <c that (his phurch, from its first organi* 
Ration, has uniformly professed the belief of the doctrine 
of the Trinity, and the real proper deity of the Lord Jesus 
Christ, as being essential articles of the Christian system, 
land as lying at the foundation of all our hope." 

Such a declaration, it is presumed, could never have 
been expected by the church from any of its members, 
who are distinguished for good sense, candour and integ- 
rity. The extreme incorrectness of this part of the state- 
ment mu6t be obvious to every unbiassed mind, acquaint- 
ed with the records and practice of the church. 

The church in Brooklyn has long been distinguished 
from most of the other churches in the county of Wind- 
ham for its liberality in matters of faith. In making this 
declaration, I wish it to be understood, that this church 
has not required of its members a profession of their belief 
in the Trinity, the supreme divinity of Jesus Christ, and 
other particular doctrines of what is commonly called the 
orthodox creed, as most other churches have done.* 

It is well known, that several clerical gentlemen, and 
others in the county, who claim to be sound in the fakh, 
have been accustomed to speak of the church and people 
in Brooklyn, and their aged pastor, in terms of disapproba- 
tion and reproach, for what they considered their lax and 
latitudinarian principles. 

The fact respecting the church in Brooklyn is believed to be 
simply this. Its members have generally considered them- 
selves believers in the Trinity, as also their pastor ; though 
an assent to this doctrine, or a profession of their belief iii 

f I mention other churches, beciuae it is probtble thit the committee wished to 
have it understood by the Ecciesitttictl Council, that this church was originally estab- 
lished, snd had continued to practise, upon the same principles with other chorchee 
who were ^nown to recognize, in their admiision of members, what is commonly 
considered the orthodox faith ; or because the best apology that can, perhaps, be of- 
fered by the committee for presenting a statement so incorrect, is the tact, that it waa 
prepared by a Bey. gentleman in the neighbourhood, Mr. Dow, of Thompson, to 
whom (hey applied to assist them as counsel ; whose tone of religious sentiments it 
always correct ; and who, in preparing the statement, probably drew it up under the 
impressiqp, that the church in Brooklyn were, or ought to have keen, as orthodox aa 
himself and the church of which he waa pastor. He probably thought it a favourable 
time to represent the church in Brooklyn as declaring, through the agency of their 
committee, that they had professed the same opinions, and were established, as to doe* 
tines, upon the same foundation as other churches which he considered sound in the 
faith. The committee, notwithstanding, are responsible for the statement; and ought* 
pot tp have yielded implicitly to the views and feelings of tfjeir Rev. counsellor • 
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k, has never been regarded in practice as essential to the 
Christian character, or to the enjoyment of Christian priv- 
ileges in the church. 

The committee declare, that " the church have uniformly 
professed their belief of this doctrine, as lying at the foun- 
dation of all their hope.'' 

From this it would seem, that the church had ever pub- 
lickly avowed their belief in the doctrine of the Trinity as 
essential to the Christian's hope. It is however a fact, ca- 
pable of the most satisfactory and abundant proof, that, for 
nearly three years previous to this statement of the com- 
mittee, (during which time about thirty persons were ad- 
mitted, upon examination, to the communion of the church,) 
there was seldom, if ever, any inquiry of those that were 
admitted as members, respecting their, belief in the Trini- 
ty, or the real proper deity of Jesus Christ. 

When individuals manifested a desire to become united 
to the church, as professed friends and disciples of Christ, 
it was usual for the pastors to be together to converse 
with them, and recommend them to the consideration and 
acceptance of the church. The conversation with these 
individuals was generally held at the house of the senior 
pastor, who, at the close of the conversation, almost uni- 
formly read to them the covenant that had been in use in 
the church, to obtain their assent to it. This covenant con- 
tains nothing of the Trinity, or of the real proper deity of 
Jesus Christ. Their assent to this covenant was consid- 
ered by the senior as well as Junior pastor a sufficient test 
of their faith ; and I do not recollect the examination of 
any person upon the subject of the Trinity, or the essen- 
tial divinity of Christ. 

Thus it is so far from being true, that the church, a* 
greeably to the statement of the committee, has from its 
first organization professed a belief in the doctrine of 
the Trinity as a fundamental article of the Christian faith, 
that, for several years, as far as I am acquainted with the 
practice of the church, it has not required a professed belief 
in this doctrine in any instance ; and much less as a, neces- 
sary qualification for Christian communion. 

Much has been said, in the late controversy, by individ- 
uals, of the original covenant, subscribed by those that first 
formed themselves into a church t Thi§ covenant recog? 
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raze* the distraction of Father, So*, and Holy fihotf, m 
one God; yet k does not maintain a professed he&efia 
this distinction as necessary to Christian fellowship,* but 
particularly provides for the admission of any persons to 
the communion of the church who exhibit credible qi)4 
satisfactory evidence of their piety, by religious and exem- 
plary conversation. But this covenant, k is to he observ- 
ed, as an ordinary test of faith aad character, has long been 
out of use ; or, what is more probable, it was never used 
at alL It was unknown to most of the present member* 
of the church, until the late controversy, and is stiU un- 
known to several of its most aged members. Indeed, his 
fully believed, that the greater part of the church are still 
unacquainted with its contents, except what they have oc- 
casionally received from, others. 

I shall here insert the only covenant used in the church 
in tlie admission of members, that the candid and intelli- 
gent may judge, whether this church have uniformly pro- 
fessed a belief in the Trinity, fee. as lying at the founda* 
tion .of all their hope. 

Cgvengnt. 

** You do now, in the presence of God, his holy angels, 
and this assembly, solemnly, seriously, and sincerely, as 
far as you know your own heart, avouch the Lord Jeho- 
vah, the only true and living God, to be your God ; and 
profess your belief of all die articles of die Christian feith, 
as revealed in the word of God. You give op yourself to 
God in Christ, acknowledging God the Father to be 
your God and sovereign. You give yourself to the 
Lord Jesus Christ as your only prophet and teacher; 
your priest and atonement; your king and lawgiver. 
You give yourself to the Holy Ghost, as your only saacti- 
fier and comforter. And you give up yourself to the 

+ The following it the 3d article of the original covenant :— 

* Thirdly, We do covenant and promise fas much aa in ua-liea) the beat spiritual 
food of all that at present eft, or avail hereafter, in .a way of gospel order, becomfc 
members of this church, by instruction, reprehension* exhortation, consolation, and 
aptriiaal watchfulness over them for good ; and we do farther covenant and promts* 
(aa God shall help) to receive, upon offers, to our full communion in a church state, 
all aoch persons aa are orthodox in faithi free from scandal, and able to examine them- 
selves and discern the Lord's body; aa also to rest satisfied with such admittance of 
adult persons into tbia churches is performed,^ther by makings coitjessbn of faith, and 
relation of a work of grace 00 their hearts, or producing testimonies of their reputed pje- 
ty, or who do charitably discover the tame by religioiu^and exemplary conversation,* 
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writeh and fftretf tins church of our Lord Jesus Christ* 

Sroloising, by the help of his Spirit, to walk with him and 
is church in aH ways of holy communion and fellowship, 
ted in due observance of all his ordinances, according to 
his will, as revealed in his word.— —This you profess and 
promise. 

" Min.—l then promise, in the name of this church* 
that, by assistance of the same Spirit, we will walk toward 
you in all Christian love and watchfulness* for our mutual 
wnrfort and edification in the Lord Jesus." 

. v I now proceed to notice other parts of the statement.— 
The committee declare, "that when the Rev. Luther 
Willson was ordained over this church, as a colleague pas- 
tor, he was ordained by a Trinitarian Council ;. and, by 
the profession which he then made, was considered as be- 
ing consentaneous with the church on these important 
subjects," 

That Mr. W. before and at the time of his ordination* 
avowed his belief in the Trinity, and the essential divinity 
of Christ, is true. But that he regarded such a belief as 
essential to the hope and privilege of a Christian, is wholly 
u mistake. 

, At the time Mr. W* was a candidate for settlement in 
Brooklyn, a committee was appointed by the society, con- 
sisting principally of members of the church, to converse 
with him, and to ascertain if he was a Hopkinsian or an 
Arian. Upon examination, he gave them satisfactory evi- 
dence that he was not a Hopkinsian or an Arian. At the 
same time he was particular to inform them, that though 
he differed in opinion from Hopkinsians and Arians, and 
believed them both to be in an errour as to their peculiar 
sentiments, yet he considered them as Christians, entitled 
to his respect and fellowship. He was explicit in stating 
his views, that a diversity of opinion in these respects 
ought not to occasion distance and separation among breth- 
ren. He also stated to the committee, that in the course 
of years from the time he was licensed to preach, his views 
of Christian doctrines had in some respects altered, and 
that, iij persuing his inquiries, he still considered himself 
liable to change. He gave them no assurance ttet his o- 
pinions would continue the same, even upon the subjects in 
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question. He was explicit in declaring his cfetermiriatidrt 
to adhere to the scriptures as the only rule of faith, and his 
endeavours to interpret them according to his best and 
most impartial judgment, whatever might be the result of 
his inquiries* and however different might be his views in 
future upon the subjects in question, or upon any of the 
doctrines of Christianity; 

Mr, Wi never gave the committee the least intimation 
of his belief in the Trinity as a fundamental doctrine of 
the Christian tfeligion. He clearly expressed to them his 
favourable opinion of both */frian$ and Hapkinsians as real 
Christians* frfcm whom the hartd of fellowship ought not 
to be withheld* Such wfere his views* and such his pf 6- 
fession, when the church in Brooklyn invited him to settle 
Mrith them as colleague pastor with Dn Whitney < 

From conversation with the committee, the terms of the 
church covenant, the unanimity of the church in choosing 
him as their minister, and from acquaintance with their 
aged pastor * Mr* W. had not the least reason to believe, 
that the church in Brooklyn considered of professed a be- 
lief in the Trinity, as essential to their salvation, or to the 
Christian's hope* If the church, at the time of Mr. W.'s 
settlement, attached such importance to the doctrine 
of the Trinity, they certainly did not make it known 
to him. The committee could not, therefore, state with 
any propriety, that, "by the profession Which he then 
made, he was considered as being consentaneous with 
the church on these important subjects," if the churchy 
agreeably to their statement, had uniformly profess* 
' cd their belief of the Trinity, and of the proper deity of 
Christ, as essential to the Christian system, and as lying at 
the foundation of all their hope ; for they knew> that Mr. 
W. at the time of his settlement, did not consider a belief 
in the Trinity and the deity of Christ, thus essential. 

It is farther stated, " that Mr. W«*s change of sentiments, 
being frequently and clearly evinced, had Wounded the 
feelings of not a few, who fully believed, that they who do 
not honour the Son" (meaning equally, in the character of 
Supreme) "as they honour the Father, do not honour the 
Father." 

It is evident that the committee wished it to be under, 
stciod by the Council, that the views of Mr. W» were so 
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<errdtieou$ as to prove him essentially deficient in Christian 
piety and obedience to God. For if those who do not 
honour the Son as they honour the Father, by acknowledg- 
ing him to be God, equal with the Father, db Hot konout the 
Fattier >* Aey certainly do not possess the character of God's 

*Thccoimiaee, it U^reiumed, indulged the hope of satisfying the miadi of the 
Council, that a considerable number regarded the errour of their plstor as absolutely 
inconsistent with Christian principle* j and to effect their object lo this particular, 
they inadvertently or Intentionally, by the use of additional and qualifying term*, 
•poke a language different from that of our Saviour in the passage to which they 
refer. Our Saviour aaye, •♦ He that honoureih not the Son, bonouieth not the father 
which hath tent him." The committee would, hate it understood, that " they who 
do not honour the Son as they honour the Father % db not honour the Father." According 
to my understanding, there may be a difference between not honouring the So* atail t 
and not honouring him as toe honour toe Father, 

Suppose, for example, ■ worthy gentleman possesses a large estate, and has many 
servants-at his command, whom he employs to- cultivate and improve it. Sop pole, 

* for his own convenience, he should commit the management of hit affairs to bis only 
son, who Is as worthy as niraself ; and should require his servants to pay the same re- 
spect to his son that they had done to the father; informing them, that, if they did 
not obey and respect his son, he should consider it a matter of disrespect to himself* 
May we not imagine these servants to be affectionate, obedient, and respectful to the 
son, though not equally aa they were to-the father r And would it be just to con- 

' elude, because they am not fUtrftctly oowdieut to the will of the father in rendering' every 
degree of respect to the son that was required, that they do not honour the son, nor -the 
father,' out are wholly disrespectful and disobedient to both ?— Allowing, for a mo- 
ment, the views of the committee to- be correct, in requiring ell to honour the Son 
f mcamng,in his character at Cod) equally as they honour the Father, does it necessarily 
follow, that all who do not thus honour the Son, do not honour him at all ? Is there 
no medium between the highest reve r ence and absolute neglect or irreverence? Is 
there no medium between perfect faith and positive unbelief I God requires us to be 
merciful events he is merciful. But does it follow, because we are not as merciful aa 
God, (I refer to the degree, not the- nature of the virtue required) tbat-we are destitute 
of mercy ? God require! servants to be obedient unto their own toasters, and to please 
them Well in a// things, showing aM good fidelity. But are we to infer, because ser- 
vant* ate not obedient in ait things, tad perfect example* of fidelity, that they are not 
in any degree obedient and faithful? It is the duty of a son to love and honour a fa- 
ther according to hi* real dignity, kindness and virtue. But shall we conclude that the 
ton who doesndt love bim m:4jeOUMtety t and honour him at frighfy as he deserve*,)* 
destitute of filial affection and respect, and in no degree the object pf hi* father's com- 
placency and approbation? FbT myself, I believe, that a son may not esteem and 
honour Jrts father in proportion to the real worth and excellence of hi* character, and 

. yet, in a degree* be respectful, affectionate, and obedient. So, I suppose, a believer in 
Christ, front imperfect knowledge, or a mistaken apprehension of his real dignity, 
(rather than from want of affection) may not love and honour him in so high a char- 
acter a* be actually possesses, and yet be a sincere friend, an obedient aervant; a true dis- 
ciple.; one who, in honouring the Son, .(though not so highly a* he ought,) honodr* 
the Father, that sent him. 

To give the true meaning of the passage referred to in the statement, in which Christ 
is thought to claim for himself the worship of the supreme God, I will briefly remark, 
that the ground on which all men are to honour the Son even as they honour the Fa* 
ther, is not his nnderived and essential divinity, but the office he sustains as one c**s- 

. missioned or ordained of God to be the Judge of the world. •• The Father j udgeth ho 
saan ; but hath committed all judgment unto the Son, that all men should honour the 
Son even as they honour the Father. He that honOureth dot the Son, honoureth not 
the Father, which bath sent him" The judgment of the Son, which he derives from 
the Father, and administers by his authority and appointment, is as perfect and infalli- 
ble as if it were administered immediately by God himself. We are therefore to honour 
the judgment of the Son even as the judgment of the Father. In the distribution of 



children ; they are not an example of tkat filial rtvtTence r 
love and obedience which are essential to the character of a 
real Christian* The committee, it seems, wishing to heal 
and terminate existing difficulties, and in pursuance of an 

t object so desirable, did not scruple to include their pastor ' 
in the number of those who were to be regarded as destitute 

. of true friendship and piety to Goct This I think a fair 

. construction of thi&part of the statement * r for the individual 
whose errours are such that he does not honour God, his 
heavenly Father,, can have no claim to the character of sin- 
cere piety and exemplary virtue. He cannot be a friend of 

, God, or disciple of Jesus Christ. 

The committee, in closing their statement, inform the 
Council, that, " as the church, on account of Mr. WJs 
important change of sentiment, can no longer be edified 
under his ministration, they would request their advice as 
to measures to be taken for the removal of difficulties and 
restoration of peace. * ' 
The committee wished the Council to understand, and 

. therefore thought it proper to state, in direct terms, that 
the church could no longer be edified under Mr. W.'s 
ministration. How did the committee know this ? They 
certainly did not obtain their information from the church. 
Mr, W. after his change of sentiments* had more than 

• once earnestly requested the ehurch, at publick meetings, 
and even at the last meeting before the convening of the 
Council, to declare whether they were dissatisfied with 
him as their minister ; but they had never expressed their 
dissatisfaction, or their desire that bis pastoral labours a- 
mong them should be discontinued. 

From the complexion of the whole statement, it was ev- 
idently the plan of the committee so to manage the aflair 
before the Council, as to convince them, if possible, of the 
necessity of Mr. W/s dismission, with the expectation 
that the Council would advise to such an event. This 
was what the committee were desirous to have accpmplish- 

rewards and punishments, we may be tare that his decision is untiringly just ; for the 
Father imparts to him knowledge and power adequate to the work which he has ap- 
pointed him. Of this our Saviour expressly informs us. " I can of mine own self 
do nothing. As I ktar % X judge i and my judgment ia just ; because I seek not mine 
t own will % hut the will of the Father, which hath sent me. 9 * Thus we conclude & He 
' that does not honour the Son as one whom God hath sent, as one whom he has com- 
missioned or appointed to render to all according to their works, does not honour the 
Father, who gave him his authority. 
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«e9, although the professed object of calling the Council 
was " to obtain their advice and direction as to proper 
-steps to be taken for healing and terminating existing diffi- 
culties." 

The whole business of calling a Council, from the time 
the proposal was made, until it was earned into effect, was 
conducted upon principles apparently pacifick and concil- 
iatory, and professedly with a design to effect a reconcilia- 
tion and union, where differences existed* Thus it was 
understood by Mr. W. by the church, and by the society t 
who had a meeting for the purpose of expressing their ap- 
probation of the measure ; and thus it was understood by 
the Council, from the terms of the letter missive, prepared 
by Dr. W. the senior pastor. But this was not the object 
of the committee. It was their design to manage the af- 
fair as cautiously and' advantageously as possible, to ob- 
tain the advice of the Council in favour of Mr. W.'s dis- 
mission. If by any means they could convince the Coun- 
cil that such an event was necessary, or expedient, and 
could procure a result favourable to their views, they had. 
scarcely a doubt, that *heir ultimate object would be ac- 
complished; that .aH parties would concur in the Result, 
from a respect to the opinion of the Council ; and that the 
C&smisskm of Mr. W. would eventually take {dace. 

With these views, the committee thought ?it proper, in 
their statement, to magnify the difficulty -on account of the 
change of sentiment, that a reconciliation might appear to 
the Council altogether impracticable, and that the (removal 
•f their pastor from his .relation to the church in Brooklyn 
might appear the only method of restoring peace* 
< The correctness of these remarks, as to the design of the 
committee, is sufficiently verified by the statement, com- 
pared with the covenant and records of the church* The 
statement represents the church in Brooklyn always to 
have been highly orthodoic in their profession of the doc- 
trine of the Trinity, fcc as Lying at the foundation of all 
their hope. The covenant says, no. It does not even re- 
cognize the distinction of three persons in one God ; 
nor does it intimate that Christ is God. 

The committee represent the church as requesting " the 
advice of the Council as to measures to be taken for the 
removal of difficulties and restoration of peace;' 1 and the 
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mason assigned for making this inquest is, that "tfe 
church, on account of Mr. W.'s important change of sen- 
timent, could no longer be edified under his mmistmtion." 
The Council were requested to advise to measures for the 
removal of difficulties. But how was it possible to re- 
move the difficulties without removing the ppstor, inast* 
much "as the church" (according to the committee) 
"could no longer be edified under hu- ministration* "~~ 
Thus the committee, employed their utmost ingenuity {or. 
rather the ingenuity of their Rev. counsellor, who drew up. 
the statement) to make it appear to the Council* without 
declaring it in direct terms, that the church considered the 
removal of Mr. W. from his pastoral • labours a/ttong them? 
the only method of removing difficulties and restoring: 
peace. The records, however, (particularly the record 
omitted by the senior pastor) would 5 make it evident,, and: 
did make it evident to the Council, that, the church (though 
repeatedly requested to show their minds upon the subject); 
never declared themselves dissatisfied with Mr. W.'s min- 
istry, nor their opinion or wish in favour of his dismission. 
The introduction of the statement speaks of " die com* 
mitteeof the church appointed to lay their matters of griev- 
ance before the Council." Dr. Whitney, the senior pastoral* 
so, in his record of the preceding meeting, used nearly, the 
same language. From this it would seem, that the church 
were disaffected and aggrieved with Mr. W.'s ministry, and) 
had authorized the committee. to bring forward a complaint, 
against their pastor. The record of the meeting March . 
29th, though made by the senior pastor, will however 
show, that the proposal to. call a Council originated with: 
Mr. W. and that the object of the proposal was. to obtain 
the opinion and advice of a Council as to measures for ter- 
minating existing matters of difficulty. It never entered 
the mind of Mr. W. that he and the church, in pursuance 
of conciliatory measures, were, to appear before the Coun* 
cil in the attitude of systematick hostility, and mutual re- 
crimination. It did not occur tolum, that this would be 
the proper method of " healing and terminating difficult 
ties." He expected, before the Council, a. candid and full 
disclosure, of the circumstances that had occasioned die 
difficulties, and that tended to increase them. He indulged 
the hope, that all concerned would make it a matter of 
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pfii^^le' to stote facts with fairness and precision, and that 
the whole affair would be conducted with a Christian spir- 
it, and in a manner ingenuous and respectful Mr. W. 
bad not the least expectation, when an arrangement was 
made to obtain the advice of a Council, that the commit- 
tee would represent the. church in the capacity of complain- 
ants ; or that they would call in a neighbouring minister 
to prepare a false and exaggerated statement, and to re- 
proach their pastor for his. infidelity \f and especially, when* 
they knew that the church had never declared themselves 
aggrieved with his ministry, nor laboured with him to con- 
vince him of any errour or ofience. A few individuate 
(npt.a .fourth part of the brethren of the church)! had con- 
versed with Mr. W. respecting his change of sentiments* 
and had manifested their disapprobation of his opinions.;; 
but not one of them had said, or intimated, that his er- 
rotirg.were such as to be inconsistent with the piety and 
virtue of a Christian. The committee, however, would 
have the Council believe, that the church considered the, 
errour of their pastor to be fundamental ; that the church 
were aggrieved, and could no longer be edified with his 
ministry ; aiid that the church had appointed them to make 
this complaint. 

I now close these remarks upon the statement with a 
few repetitions and additions* 

First. The statement is virtually a complaint against the 
pastor, unauthorized by the church Thus it was consid- 
ered by the Council ; [see the Result.] It implicitly rep* 
resents him essentially deficient in the faith and piety of 
the gospel ; an unedifying and unprofitable teacher in the 
Christian church* 

Secondly. The Council was called, by mutual agree- 
ment, u to give their advice and direction as to proper 
steps to be taken for healing and terminating existing dif- 
ficulties." 

•The Rev. gentleman whe> waa cooneel for the committee, in the count of hi* re- 
marks before the Ecclesiastical Council, referring to Mr, W. spoke of him as an Ari* 
an, Mr, W. interrupting htm, wished to be informed if he meant to apply to* him 
that name in an approprtate.sense, at designating ooe that believed oar Saviour to be a 
created being* Hit reply war, " It matter* not whether he believe, with Arins, that? 
oar Saviour i* a created being, or with others that deny his f¥tf/rftv*»tty; we can so 
more commnnc with Mm that denies the supreme deity of Jem Christ, thin with a> 
Fagro ot* Mtisanlman/* 
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Thirdly. The committee thought it proper, in pursu- 
ance of the object for which the Council was called, to in- 
vite the Rev. Mr. Dow, of Thompson, one of the most 
zealous orthodox clergymen in the county, to counsel and 
assist them* 

Fourthly. The Rev. Mr. Dow accordingly came, and 
assisted them in preparing the complaint ; and also thought 
it his duty, in the course of his observations before the 
Council, and in his endeavours to restore peace, to assign 
their pastor, on the ground of faith, no more than a re- 
spectable rank with Mussulmen and Pagans. 

Fifthly. The committee who invited, or employed, the 
Rev. gentleman to assist them, appeared to hear him with 
much patience, if not satisfaction ; at least, they manifested 
before the Council no displeasure at the censoriousness of 
his remarks. 

Sixthly. The complaint against the pastor was never 
seen nor approved by the church; nor was a copy of it 
ever presented to the pastor, nor its contents made known 
to him, until it was read before the Council. 

Seventhly. Deacon Scarborough, the chairman of the 
committee, to whom the statement, I have no doubt, is 
principally to be attributed, declared openly in society- 
meeting, only two days before it was read to the Council, 
that he was not prepared to hold 'up his hand in favour of 
Mr. W.'s dismission. 

Eighthly. Another of the committee, the same day, be- 
ing asked by a member of the church, if the committee in* 
tended to bring any complaint, or Charges, against Mr. W. 
before the Council, replied^ that he did not know whether 
they should bring any complaint against him, or not. 

This was the manner in which the business was laid be- 
fore the Council by the committee, - and these were some 
of the principal circumstances attending it.* 

•The Ecclesiastical Council, before whom Che ftatcmeot was made, formed the first 
of May about eleven o'clock, and immediately adjourned to the meeting-home. Af- 
ter attending to the statement and a few observations connected with it, they adjourn- 
ed until two o'clock $ at which time the church met according to appointment^ to be in 
a ca pacity of attending to any questions that might be proposed, and of acting upon 
any subjects that should be thought proper to be lsid before them. After Mr. Dow, 
the counsel for the committee, had completed bis remarks in support of the statemen t , 
Mr. Willson observed to the Council, that the church hid never seen $e statement i 
that they knew nothing what it contained. He wished, therefore, it might be read to 
the church, that they might express their minds upon it, and manifest by their vote, 
before the Council, whether they concurred in it, A* won as it was proposed by 
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The Result of ike Council of May I, 1816. 

u At an Ecclesiastical Council convened at Brooklyn, 
by letters from the congregational church of Christ in 
said Brooklyn, on the first of May, 1816 ;— present, 

Bev. JOSEPH SUMNER, D. D. chosen Moderator; 
ANDREW LEE, D. D. Scribe ; 
ABIEL WILLIAMS; 

Delegates, 

Thomas W» Ward ; 
Deacon Nathan Lord ; 
Aaron Tvpts. 

" The Council, after forming, adjourned to the meeting- 
house, where the Moderator addressed the throne of grace 
on the occasion. 

" In the letters missive written to the members of this 
Council, they are informed, 'that matters disquieting, and 
interrupting the peace of the church in this place, have re- 
cently occurred, and are of such magnitude and deleteri- 
ous tendency, as to lead to a wish for advice and assistance 
of sister churches m endeavours to prevent their increase, 
and to open a way for a happy termination of thenu That 
a committee of the church will lay matters before the 
Council for their consideration and direction as to proper 
steps to be taken for healing and terminating the existing 
difficulties.' 

"When the Council had convened and formed, the 
committee of the church exhibited their complaint against 
the Rev. Mr. Willson, junior pastor of said church, setting 
forth, that he had changed his sentiments since his settle- 
Mr. W. that the church should declare their concurrence or non-concurrence in the 
ataftement of the committee, the Rev. Dr. Whitney, the' senior pastor, when be found 
(bat the church were to be called upon to express their minds upon the statement, im- 
mediately arofe and adjourned the meeting, without consulting the church or council 
as to the adjournment ; and thus prevented the chuieh from, declaring their minds- in 
regard to the statement, and to their junior pastor, who had just been censured by 
Mr. Dow, the committee's counsel, as one that denied the Christian faith. This was 
evidently done by the senior pastor to save the committee from merited reproach* 
Had the church acted in the case, they would no doubt have disapproved of the state- 
ment. The senior pastor was aware of this { and, to save the committee from the 
censure of the chdrch in making a false rcpieientation, aa contained in the statement, 
be absolutely, without consulting the church, adjourned the meeting until the next day 
to hear the Result of Council. The Council, however, were satisfied of the incorrect* 
ness of- the statement from the examination of documents, and from the agreement of 
the parties as to several important facts. 



ment among them, respecting the' doctrine 6F the Trinity ; 
that he now declared it his prevailing opinion, ' that the 
Lord Jesus Christ, the Son of God, is not, in his own na- 
ture as a divine person, equal and eternal with the Father, 
the supreme and self-efcistent God.' It' also appeared that 
thft church at a meeting voted, that 'the doctrihe of the 
Trinity is an essential and fundamental' doctrine.' But in 
what sense they considered it etefcntial and fundamental, 
was left undetermined. 

u On inquiry, it appears to this Council, that Mr. Will- 
son considers Jesus Christ to be the Son of God, a divine 
person, and entitled to divine homage ; that he assents to 
the covenant which hath been used in this church as cor- 
rect ; and fully and -firmly believes the doctrines common- 
ly received in the churches of our country. 

" It does not appear to this Council, that either the 
church or society in this place consider Mr, Willsoh as 
having forfeited his ministerial character by his change of 
sentiments, or that they wish his removal from office a- 
inong them. 

"The opinion of this Council respecting Mr. Willson f s 

.sentiments is not required. Every church hath a right to 

. choose their own pastor : Mr. Willson hath been chosen 

as the pastor of this church : That he is not yet the man 

of their choice, appears by nothing which hath been luiti 

before this Council. 

" The Council, agreeably to the letters sent them, can 
therefore only advise theni to folknv the things which 
make far peace, and whereby one may edify another. 
They earnestly recommend it to this church and society to 
put on charity, which is the bond of perfectness*-\o bear 
with one another ;— would advise them to search the scrip- 
tures, and judge of themselves what is right— what the 
scriptures teach respecting every Christian doctrine; to 
receive what they find there taught, and to act conscien- 
tidusly before God, as those who ertpeet to give accputtt 
of themselves to God ; and to give their brethren the same 
liberty which they assume to themselves. 

" In this state of darkness and doubt, entire uniformity 
of sentiments is not to be expected. Christians should 
bear with one another, looking forward to the world of 
light, where they will doubtless see eye to eye, and rejoice 
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together in the presence of their God and Redeemer* It 
is gratifying to this Council to find, that this church and 
society have long been blessed with peace and unity to an 
uncommon degree* They lament any interruption, of 
these blessings at present ; but rejoice that there is no dif- 
ference now apparent among them, except a difference of 
opinion respecting one mysterious article of faith, which 
hath divided the church for many centuries. It is our 
hope and prayer to God for them, that this disagreement 
ipay not continue to cause divisions, but that they may 
love as brethren, and bear with one another as becomes 
brethren in the Lord* 

'• The preceding passed unanimously as the Result of 
the Council, and is witnessed by each of us subscribing 
the same. JOSEPH SUMNER, 

ANDREW LEE, 
ABIEI* WILLIAMS, 
THOMAS W. WARD, 
NATHAN LORD, 
AARON TUFTS." 

Immediately upon the publishing of the Result, the ma-' 
jor part of the church declared, by vote, their approbation- 
Several members* that were opposed to Mr. W/s minis- 
try, though they were solicitous to call the Council to ad- 
vise, manifested, by their vote, that they were dissatisfied 
with the Result.* 

A little more than a month after, several brethren made 
it manifest by a written communication, that they could 
not commune with the junior pastor and brethren of the 
church. 

c< To the Rev. Luther Willson, Junior Pastor, and to 
the Brethren of the Church of Christ in Brooklyn. 

" We, who are members of said church, having our 
minds impressed with a sense of the present unhappy state 
both of the church and society in this place, have thought 

* * tt toon appeared, that ■ Result tattled upon pacrflck and liberal principle!, and 
inculcating a spirit of motaal forbearance and condescension, the duty of searching 
the scriptures, and the right Qf private judgment and free inquiry, was by no means 
acceptable to several members of the church. Peace, upon any principle that would 
allow to their pastor and others an equal right of interpreting the scriptures for them* 
selves, and of occasionally avowing- their opinions* was no peace for thtm worth 
setting. 

4 ' . 
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it our indispensable duty "to address you on the subject* 
Having a desire to follow the things that make for peace, 
we have endeavoured carefully to examine ourselves, and 
search after the path of duty. We are constrained to say, 
that we think it our duty to content ourselves set present 
with a quiet and peaceable retirement; lor how can we 
commune together with Such discbrdant sentiments^ views 
and feelings?* It is our earnest desire and prayer to 
God, that the great Shepherd would poiir out his? spirit 
upon us, ministers and people, that we might be led to a- 
dopt such measures as shall bfe fbr the glory of God, and 
the gpod of his church and people in this place. 

Daniel Tyler \ David Prince, 

Joseph Scarborough* Joel Scarborough) 
Moses Clark, Benjamin Pierce? 

Jezamah Sumner, Delano Pierce, 

WiUwm ^Barrett} Samuel Butts.\ 

*•%»» 10,-1816." 

• By thiar example, we learn the method of withdrawing from a church, when wtf 
have * tninis(er that we are unwilling to hear. 

In the first place, If he does not preach what we believe to be the truth, we are not 
under obligation to take the steps pointed out in- the New Testament, to convince and 
reclaim him ; hot are at liberty to excite as much opposition to his ministry aa wecaa% 
w4th the hope that the opposition we excite* may induce him to ask a dismission. 

Secondly,, if he should not ask a dismissioo, but propose to join us in calling a Mo— 
tual Council to give their advice, and to heal and terminate all difficulties, we 
will thank- him for h$a proposal, and moat cordially unite with him in calling a 
Council to adviae us to peace. Ait the same time, we will to manage the business be* 
fare the Council, as, if possible, to procure a Result in favour of hi» dismission. 

Thirdly, if the advice of the Council should not accord with our opinions aod fad- 
ings, and>e majority of the church should be disposed to conform to it, still we are 
not to consider the Result of an advisory Council, or the voice of the church, aa a nee«t 
ersary rtrie for av. We think rt best, aa occasion requires, to' be governed by a> ink oaf 

Fourthly, aa-our minister has neither asked a dismission on account of our dissatis- 
faction, nor the Council advised to it, nor the chinch taken measures for it* accom- 
plishment, we think.it our duty, from a desire of peace, after a careful self* exam inac- 
tion, to content ourselves with a quiet and peaceable retirement* Though our coveaantr 
engagements require os<to watch over our minister and out brethren, and to have a care 
for their spiritual and immortal interest} and though we are expressly informed, that 
If we convert a brother who bat erred from the truths we shall save a soul from death* 
and shall hide a multitude of ains ; yet the efficacy of the means which God has ap- 
pointed for that purpose, we consider extremely -uncertain i It is not therefore expe- 
dient to pat forth any exertion to reclaim our minister or cmr brethren. After in- 
forming them, that their sentiments, views, and feelings, are such that we cannot with 
a good conscience commune wtUtthem, w*, for the praeent, leaving them tc* theaa- 
ttlves, and praying that something may be done for the honour of God, and the good 
of his church, quixtly znd peaceably retire, We do not think it proper to walk with the' 
Church of which we are member* "/in all ways of holy communion and feUqw(hip, r " 
according to our covenant ; but we will do all the good we can, in convincing the 
people, both at borne and abroad, of the ervours of our minister, and of the folly of 
those that adhere to him, peaceably in a private way. 

+ After receiving this communication, Mr. W, before the next communion, visited 
the brethren who subscribed it. Two, of them declared to him expieaaly in convene*- 



„ Two sacramental occasions were observed, and none c" 
the above members were present. 

As they closed their communication with an earnest de* 
sire that suitable measures might be adopted for the hon- 
our of God, and the good of the church and people in 
Brooklyn, it was reasonably expected that they would soon 
propose some .measures adapted to promote an object so 
desirable. 

Making no proposal? whatever, and continuing to sepa* 
rate themselves from the communion, the junior pastor 
thought it best to make propositions to the church, em* 
bracing particular points of difference, and affording a full 
opportunity for all complaints and differences to be con- 
sidered and finally determined by a mutual and impartial 
Council* 

PROPOSITIONS to the Congregational Church in Brooklyn ; intend- 
ed, if approved by them, to be laid before the Society, for their 
concurrence, as far as it might be proper for the Society to' act up- 
on them, in connexion with the Church. 

*' To the Brethren of the Congregational Church in Brook- 
lyn. 

".Having contemplated the situation of this church and 
people in consequence of divisions, occasioned by my 
Change of sentiments,* made known to the church, at. their 

*£oo, that, though they had signed (he communication, they had not fully made up 
their minds to withdraw from communion ; and that when they signed it, it was un» 
elcratood that they were at liberty to attend the communion, if they pleased. . But they 
pcvcr attended* Their brethren, it is probable, convinced them that it was not best, 

I cannot but observe heie, that one of the number that withdrew had not been able to 
tMtttdtpQbfctk Worship or communion for some time 9 on account of sickness ; and it waa 
eoteatpected by many that he would ever he able to attend again* Mr.W. had frequent* 
|y visited him in his sickness; but he had never conversed with Mr. W. upon his change 
-of sentfments» nor could he know any thing of his opinions but from report* ^ ttfhaf 
y*u most remarkable, very soon after he withdrew, he desired Mr. W, to visit him* 
and asked him to pray with him, as readily as he bad been accustomed to ; do before,; 
and there is not the, least reason to believe, that he would have sigoed the commimica- 
tion. had he not, in his feeble situation, been particularly persuaded, by his good breth- 
ren that visited him and convened with him upon the subject.— The number that 
•vilbdrew was about a third pert of the brethren of the church* 

, ' * At the meeting when this communication was made to the church, an oppose* eff 
iir. W.'s ministry repeatedly mentioned, with much apparent satisfaction, thai Mr. 
W. acknowledged himself the occasion of the divisions that existed in the church and so- 
ciety, as if he had been the blamtabU or criminal cause of those divisions. It was cus- 
tomary with certain individuals at that time, and has been during the controversy, to 
place all the sin of contention and division at the door of Mr. W. Mr. W. never, aa 
I recollect, took it upon him to assert his guilt or innocence in the case; for he never 
•opposed wet hit assertion would prove him either innocent or guilty. 



request, at a chu,rch meeting last February ; having coi> 
sicjered the continuance an4 progress of difficulties among 
us ; and having long expected that the brethren who were 
disaffected at my change of sentiments, and my ministry, 
would ingenuQUsly and candidly forward some regular 
complaint against me, your junior pastor ; or some propo- 
sitions for an amicable adjustment of difficulties, or for ah 
aqitable, peapeable, and, as far as circumstances would 
mit, honourable dissolution of my pastoral connexion 
with this church ; and as no propositions of this kind have' 
been made, nor any such proceeding adopted, (which I 
thought reasonable to be expected,) but a different course 
pursued, §uch as openly and decidedly to withdraw froirt 
our communion, at least for a time^ without consulting 
our opinion and feelings upon a matter of such import 
{ance. ; I have thought proper to propose several things for 
your consideration. 

" J. Will you agree to adopt proper measures for as- 
certaining the minds and feelings of this church and peo- 
ple with respect to my dismission ; whether, all circum- 

Thtt hit change of sentiments hat been the occasion of diviiions in Brooklyn, it tj 
fact which he hit uniformly been disposed to admit, and of which he it perfectly 
willing that his enemies (if he hat any) should avail themselves at much at they pirate. 
He hat not yet discernment enough to know, that simply to be the occasion of any event, 
a* happy 01 calamitous in itt effects, it a certain proof of innocence or guilt. The conr 
4 net of judat in betraying J'SUt, and of the Jews in crucifying him, was an occasion, 
of the happiest effects to mankind j bat Christians have never auppoted Judat or the 
Jews to have been innocent in thus being the occaaion of to great good to the world. 
* The preaching of Chritt and hia apostlet in Judea, and of bit apostles in different 
pant of £sia and Europe, occanone^t in many placet, a moat important change in the 
religion, customs and manners of the people, and alto very teriout divisions and per* 
aecutions ; but Christians have never been disposed to fix upon Chritt, or hia apoatlet,' 
the imputation of gvjlU in De * n K l ^ c occasion of tuch divisions. 

I notice tjiesc instances merely to show, that the conduct of an individual may be 
the occasion of good or ill effects, without fuioiabing any proof of hia innocence or 
guilt; Indeed the conduct of a person if, aometimet, innocently the occasion of much 
evil, and criminally (he occasion of much good 4 . 

It it proper here to state, that Mr. VV. hat often observed, publickly and privately; 
that he waa willing the church and society in Brooklyn thould enjoy their opinion* 
Upon the Trinity, uodittuibed by any efforts on hit part CO the contrary, provided 
they would grant kim the peaceable enjoyment of hia opinions, without endeavouring 
to bring him into reproach for hit supposed errourt. 

While particular persons were diligently employed in endeavouring to produce un- 
easiness and dissffectiqn in the minds of others, on account of hit change of sentiments, 
he always considered himself at liberty fo declare hit views, and give his reatons occa? 
a tonally, both publickly au4 privately. From the time he altered hit opinions, he ha4 
seldom introduced hU peculiar sentiments into hit publick discourses, or converted 
upon them pfivately, except wfien the subject waa introduced by others, or circum^ 
atancet required an apoiogy fpr gpfniont that were supposed to be dangerous ; and be 
never felt nor manifeated the least reluctance in communing with his Trinitarian brech^ 
ren, but, on the contrary, uniformly declared his disposition and readiness to com,* 
murst with then! on all occasion*. 
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stances considered, they wish, or think it best, or not, that 
tny ministerial relation to this religious society should be 
dissolved?* 

' *' 2, Witt you unite with me in calling a mutual and 
impartial Council, to determine, from a full representation! 
and view of our situation, whether it is proper and best^ 
that I should be dismissed from my relation to you as a' 
Christian minister ; with this condition, nevertheless, that 
such a Council shall give their opinion with respeet to sev- 
eral things «to be hereafter noted ; to the correctness of 
which opinion, both' with respect to these things, and the 
eveht of my dismission, all concerned, as far as it respects 
their conduct, shall x subscribe and be satisfied ?f 

** I will now note the several things above referred to. 

44 1. That it be submitted to the opinion of the Council, 
whether it wafs proper, that the vote of the church, Febru- 
ary 16th, viz. 4 The doctrine of the Trinity is an essentia! 
or fundamental doctrine' — should pass and be continued, 
considering the circumstances attending it, without their 
explaining, when repeatedly called upon, whether irwas 
meant, or not, to be considered, in its application, as essen- 
tial to Christian fellowship, or communion at the Lord's 
table. 

" 2. That it be submitted to the Council, whether it 
was a suitable and justifiable conduct towards a pastor, for? 
the church (or, more properly, their committee) to make 
the statement which they did, with the circumstances ac- 
companying it, before the Council convened the 1st of 

* Mr. W. wished to ascertain what proportion of the church and society were in fa- 
vour of hit dismission, that when the Council should take up the subject, they might 
fee furnished with necessary information to form a proper Result, 

+ Some were solicitous to know what was meant by subscribing and feeing satisfied* 
Mr. W. explained, and was willing to have his explanation reduced to wriiiog. Hia 
meaning was, that all should agree to conform, in practice' to. the judgment of the; 
Council, whatever might be their private opinions and feelings. If the Council 
should judge it expedient .that Mr. VV. bs dUmiised, all that wished his continuance 
were to make no difficulty, but be satisfied with the decision. If the Council should 
.mult in favour of his continuance, all who wished his dismission were to cease their 
opposition upon such terms as the Council should direct. But they say, If the Couiv 
cil should not dismiss Mr W. what shall we do ? tyust we commune with him in 
hia enour ? The answer was. If the Council approve of your withdrawing from 
communion, you are at liberty to remain to your retirement. If they consider. you 
irregular in withdrawing, you must return and commune in peace, or map take a reg- 
ular 1 dismission, and connect yourselves with those churches where you can enjoy 
communion with a good conscience. This was the explanation. Mr. W. also stated^ 
that they might bring any complaint against him before the Council, that they wished. 
•ad tint the Council should deem regular and proper. 
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May last, and requ ested by mutual agreement (a* will be 
seen by die church records and letters missive} to advise 
us in our situation. 

- " 3. That it be submitted to the Council, whether the 
conduct of the aggrieved brethren, in unitedly and openly 
withdrawing or retiring from our communion, as they did, 
was correct and justifiable, according to die terms of our 
covenant, and the rules of the gospel. 

" 4. That it be referred to the Council to determine* 
whether, in the event of my dismission, (should that take 
place,) it is equitable and reasonable, or net, in view of all 
circumstances, that some pecuniary consideration, or what 
is in some way equivalent, should be made to me for the 
probable disadvantages that I may sustain, as to property, 
in consequence of such an event ; and also to determine, 
if any consideration be judged reasonable, what, or how 
much ifcskdl be. LUTHER WiLLSON. 

" Brooklyn, Sept. 3, 1816." 

At a church meeting, Sept. 3, 1816 — The above prop- 
ositions were taken into consideration by the church.— 
There was much conversation : no vote passed, but to ad* 
journ. The meeting was adjourned. 

At the adjourned meeting, Sept 14th— The members 
of the church who styled themselves the aggrieved, pre- 
sented a written communication to the lie v. Mr. Willson, 
junior pastor, and to the brethren of the church. After 
considerable discussion and remark upon the communica- 
tion, and the propositions to which, it referred, the meeting 
"by vote of the church was dissolved. 

[The communication of the aggrieved brethren was a* 
follows :] 

• * 

*' To the Rev. Luther Willsok, Junior Pastor of the 
Congregational Church in Brooklyn, and said Church. 

" We, the members of said church, who have been ag- 
grieved by Mr. Willson*s change of sentiments, are happy 
to find a door opened by Mr. Wilteon's communication to 
the church, and a method pointed out, which, if wisely 
pursued, will, we think, be the means of restoring peace 
end harmony to this church and people ; and we fully a- 
gree with Mr. Willson, that proper measures aught to be 
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adopted for ascertaining the minds add feelings of thi* 
church and people in respect to his dismission. And we 
do thiol: the first step to be taken is, to see whether the 
church do approve or disapprove of Mr. WiUson's senti- 
ments ; and, secondly, to see whether the church do or da 
not wish the pastoral relation to be dissolved. And, third- 
ly, we are willing, and think it will be for the peace of the 
society, and a proper measure, to refer it over to them to 
pet upon in like manner* And, should it then become 
necessary, we agree, fourthly, with Mr. Willson, in his 
secpnd proposition, to call in a Mutual Council to hear ami 
determine on all matters of controversy existing between 
lis, contained in the Rev. Luther Willson's communica- 
tion of die 3d instant. 

Daniel Tyler ■; Moses: Clark, 

Joseph Scarborough, William Barrett, 

Benjamin Pierce, Joel Scarborough, 

Delano Peirce, David Prince. 
Jezaniah Sumner, 

"Brooklyn, Sept. 14, 1816." 

This communication of the aggrieved, and the other, of 
an earlier date, June 10th, Mr. Willson, the junior pastor, 
and most of the brethren of the church, after due consulta- 
tion, answered as follows : 

u To the aggrieved Brethren of the Congregational Church 
in Brooklyn, viz. Daniel Tyler, Joseph Scarborough, 
Moses Clark, Jezamah Sumner, William Barrett, Da- 
vid Prince, Joel Scarborough, Benjamin Pierce 9 JJfelano 
Pierce. 

T • 

" We, the junior pastor, and brethren of said' church* 
have thought it proper to furnish an answer to your two 
written communications, iftade to us at different tifaes— 
the first, dated June 10th, 1816, and the other, the 14th of 
September. 

" In your first communication you inform us, that * youf 
minds being impressed with a sense of the present unhap- 
py situation both of the church and society in this place* 
you thought it your indispensable duty to address us on 
the subject ;' and you addresses as follows r ' Having a 



dferircfitofaHow tile things th^t- make &r f*a©ej *e ham 
endeavoured carefully to examine ourselves, and search 
after , the pftth of duty* We are . constrained to say, that 
we think.it cur duty to content ourselves, at present) with 
9 quiet and peaceable retirement ; fpr how can we com- 
mune together with such discordant sentiments, views andt 
feeiiogs ? It is our earnest desire and prayer to God, that 
fhe. Great. Shepherd would pour out his spirit upon us, 
ministers; and people*, that, we might be ledtoad9pt such 
measures as shall.be for the .glory of God, and jthe good of 
his* church and people in this place.' 
j " From what is above written, it appears, that yqu feel 
a. very serious, concern in view of difficulties that exist in 
this church and society ; that you are desirous to follow 
the things that make for peace ;, and that, after a careful 
self-examination, and a deliberate! inquiry for the path of 
duty'you are constrained to forsake our holy and sacra- 
mental communion. 

44 As to the course you have adopted, in withdrawing 
irom us, we think you have ihisjudged. We think it evi- 
dently inconsistent with those solemn' covenant engage- 
ments by which all the members of this church of Christ 
fcave * promised, by the help of his Spirit, to walk with 
him and his church m all ways of holy communion andt 
fellowship, and in due observance of all his ordinances* ac- 
cording to his will as revealed in* his word.' 

"When you speak of * discordant sentiments, views 
ind feelings,' as the occasion of your * quiet and peaceable 
retirement, 5 we cannot suppose, that, by such a proceed- 
ing, you mean to criminate yourselves, or to declare to us, 
fcnd tt> the world, your own faults. You cannot therefore 
but be sensible, that your communication, and practice in 
co$foru)ity to it, implicitly and publickly fix upoir us* a 
Mighty and indiscriminate censure ; and. the censure falls 
upon us, individually and collectively. 
', •• The step that you have taken in withdrawing from us* 
according to our view of it, seems to declare to us, and to 
the world, that you cannot, with a good conscience, com- 
muae with us as persons actuated by Christian principles 
and feelings* 

." We cannot, however, think, nor would we believe,, 
that your views and feelings with respect to us, are really 



Attcfi as the proceeding ydu have adopted setms to declare. 
And even suppose, (what, however, we do not admit to 
have been the fact,) that pur sentiments were so erroneous, 
fend our feelings and conduct such, as to render our Chris- 
tian character unworthy of the charitable opinion of our 
brethren ; still we do not think it agreeable to the order 
and rules of the Christian church* that any of them should 
actually withdraw from us, without previously making 
known to us their grievance, With a desire to have it re- 
moved, and peace restored } and without previously using 
their best endeavours to point out and correct our errone-. 
Cms opinions* and to reclaim Us from our faults. 
' ' u If any of us have fallen into dangerous errour, or have 
in any way become disorderly, we deem it a sacred duty 
incumbent upon our brethren* and enforced by every prin- 
ciple of Christian tenderness and concern for our salvation, 
to employ their most seribus efforts, with the hope of 
God's blessing, in endeavouring to convince us of our er» 
tours, and to restore us from our wanderings, before they 
Withdraw from our communion, or in any way declare us 
unworthy of their fellowship. 

" Impressed with these sentiments in view of the case 
before us, in which you and we are all concerned ; having 
d desire to follow the things that "make for peace, and 
'Wherewith one may edify another ; and praying that a spnv 
it of truth* humility, and Christian benevolence, may influ- 
ence the hearts and conduct of us all, we earnestly entreat 
you to return to our communion, in hope that we may _ 
Walk together ' as the children of God, heirs of God, and 
joint heirs with Christ, if so be that we suffer with him, 
that we may also be glorified together.' If you cannot be 
persuaded to return to our communion by our request and 
exhortation, as contained in this letter, we think it the best 
and most peaceable measure, and do now therefore pro- 
pose to you, to refer this matter of difference between you 
and us, a matter of so much practical importance to the 
interest and tranquillity of this church, to a Mutual Coun. 
qil, agreeably to the third proposition of the junior pastor, 
contained in his communication to the church on the 3d 
of September. And we also think it proper and necessa- 
ry, that we all agree to conform, in practice f to the decis* 
fen of such a Council. 
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"tiur attention is now called to your second comimmiv 
cation, which has respect to several propositions, whick 
were communicated to the chifrch by the junior pastor fofr 
their approbation and concurrence, and which relate to the 
calling of a Mutual Council r to determine,, from a full 
view of our situation, the propriety of his dismission from 
his pastoral charge, or of his continuance with this people* 
We think it was well known to you* when the above-men* 
tioned propositions were under your consideration, both 
from what appeared" upon- the face of them, and from the 
remarks of the junior pastor at the church meeting when 
they were presented, that his object in making, them was % 
to agree upon a Council,, which should give their opinion 
upon all* important matters of difference existing in tha 
church, apd between the Church, or the aggrieved breth- 
ren, and the said pastor ^ and which should ultimately de- 
cide with respect to his dismission*. And we think it was 
well understood by you, when you made your communU 
cation, that the object of the junior pastor, in his first 
proposition, was, that the church should agree with him*, 
as for as they were capabk of acting m the case, in adopt* 
ing a proper method for ascertaining the minds and feel- 
ings of this church, and society with respect to dissolving; 
his pastoral relation - r in order that a Council, when called 
to judge of onr affairs, from, knowing the sense of this peo- 
ple in regard to Iris ministerial character, might be able to 
judge correctly, as far as that knowledge should be impor- 
tant, of the propriety of his dismission- 

£The junior pastor thought it proper to refer the whole 
of his propositions relating to both church and society*, 
first,. t©> the church, for their approbation, hoping that they 
would approve of the m r and then unite with him in refer- 
ring them to- the society, for them to act upon, as far as* 
they were concerned, and their interest was connected with* 
the church/ This method of bringing, the matter forward*, 
though he riiay have misjudged, he thought most likely to 
give general satisfaction, and believed it would be most 
respectful and acceptable to the church. J 

" It does not appear from your communication (and bb- 1 
servations upon it at the last church meeting) that you arW 
willing to express your minds in regard to calling a Coua~. 
cil to terminate the divisions among, us, until particular 



,35 

5jntstions Which you proposed, rektive to the junior pas- 
tor's dismission, are determined by votes of the church 
^rid society, ; the decision of which questions, according to 
iyoiir view bf the 'case, may, or may not, render a Council 
necessary; whereas, in out view, a 'Council is indispensa : 
bly necessary, from what we already know of our situation, 
to terminate ttie^dMBcuHies In the church, unless our divis- 
ions are immediately Sealed among ourselves ; an event 
•xceedingly desirable, but which we see no good reason to 
fcxpect at present. We are not able to discover, at present, 
a reasonable prospect of peace and tranquillity restored to 
the church in any other way, than by referring our differ- 
ences to the advice and judgment of others. We therefore 
think it reasonable and 'best to adopt the propositions of fh^ 
junior pastor, as to all points of difference- that they contain, 
to be referred to a'Coudcil for their consideration and opin- 
ion ; and also to abide by the decision df such'Council ; 
fehile, at the same time, we are erttirdly willing, and are 
ready to agree, that the* aggrieved, and atl concerned* 
should refer any propositions dr questions that they majr 
wish, with such reasons as they may please to offer in sup- 
port of them, to the advice and judgment of said Councils 
provided, that all persons, Whose characters may 'be impli- 
cated or impeached by sudi questions or propositions, may 
have a fair and ftill opportunity for their own defence. 

' ** And we are farther willhig that the communication of 
the junior pastor to the church be subject to «any correc- 
tions or explanations that may be necessary, without mate- 
rially affecting the substance.; wthat may render it more 
acceptable, and better adapted to the object in view. We 
cannot 'but think* that, thus far, in regard to your second 
communication, you wiH t>e ready to meet us, as to all 
matters ctf difference that Telate to the church, in referring 
them for a settlement To the decisioti of the. Council pro- 
posed ; and alsd in -referring our proceedings as a churdh 
{bs far as it may "be necessary^ to the society for their con- 
sideration and concurrence. * 

1 " We now offer some remarks upon the method you pro- 
pose, for ascertaining the minds and feelings of this church' 
and people with respect to the dismission of the junior pastor. 

" " The method you propose, in reference to that object, 
rtay be seen from what follows, as it is expressed in your 
^communication : • We do think the «£rst step to be taken 
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is, to see whether the chusch do approve or disapprove of 
3Wfr. Willson's sentiments j and, secondly, to see whether 
the church do or do npt wish the pastoral relation to b$ 
dissolved. And, thirdly, we are willing, and think it will 
be for the peace of the society, and a proper, measure* to 
refer it over to theni to act upon, in like manner.J From 
this it is evident, that you are willing, and think it desira* 
ble, that fye church and society should express their minds 
with respect to the junior pastor's dismission, by two votes 
tp determine the questioner J. Po they approve or disap- 
prove of his sentiments ? 2. J)o they wish, or not, his pas^ 
toral relation to be dissolved? And it does not appear 
that you are willing the qhurch or society should show; 
their minds uppn the question of dismission in any other 
way. Whether you . consider it absolutely indispensable 
that this question should be acted upon gnd decided in this 
manner, rather than a different manner, or by one vote* 
which would decide the matter at once, must be left un*! 
determined, lentil you make fcnowh to us your opiniph up- 
6n this pQint, . For ourselves, we can see no important or 
special: objection to putting the question of dismission at 
once to the church, and also to the society, (if they shall 
think it proper,) tQ each \n their distinct capacity of actings 
ppon it, agreeably to the terms of the junior pastor's first 
proposition, ♦ whether,, all circumstances considered, thejp- 
wish, or think it bpst, or not, that, his ministerial relation 
fo this religious society should be dissolved,' ... 

" As, (o the terms to be used in proposing the question r 
we have no wish, npr is \t proper for us, tp.be particular;, 
to decide, pr to insist. But we can see no substantial, 
reason Tor determining }t by two votes rather than. one; 
for every .person aptihg upon the single question, for or 
against tfie junior pastor's dismission, will consider with : 
himself, * how much h c approves pr disapproves of his 
religious opinions; and, in connexion with other cir- 
cunistanpes, >vill undoubtedly give that consideration all 
its importance before he acts.' It ought npt, however, to 
be here Quitted, that there are some reasons, ia our view/ 
\yhy the first question contained in your proposal, the 
questipa in rc ga?"d tP approving or disapproving of Mr t 
Wilkon's $pi?tipaents seems to be improper. . 1. It seems 
tb be improper,, inasmuch as it makes it necessary for eve* 
ry person who acts upon lX t to deplar^ to the world, by fei§ 



vote, his religious opinion upon t^e difficult doctrine in 
dispute ; arid he mist, thewxctfe, in consequence of his 
Act, be held tip to publick observation, as an object of ap. 
probation or. censure, according to the different sentiments 
and feelings of different sects* • We cannot suppose that 
people, in general, would be willing to have their religious 
opinions brought into publick view, as a subject of specu- 
lation , among the ctfnous and inquisitive, in that way ^ 
And should such a proceeding be adopted, we are inclined 
to thmk it would be new and unprecedented. 2, There 
fs another objection to the method yon propose, which 
We think more worthy of consideration, and which has re-, 
spect, particularly, to members of the church. Should, 
my member^ of the church be in agreement with jthe 
junior pastor as to the doctrine, which is considered by- 
some an occasion of offence, you see at once, that such; 
members must be prevented from acting upon the quefc-, 
tion, when it is put to the brethren-rDo you apprqy* or 
disapprove of Mr, Willson's sentiments ? Qr otherwise, by 
expressing their approbation o£, his opinions, they arpimme- 
cfrately exposed to the censure and discipline of the church*- 
(not, in our opinion, by the authority of the church cove- 
nant; but by a vote of the church, last February, upon the 
doctripe *>f the Trinity. ) Should these , members (if there 
tie any such) openly; approve q( Mr v Willson's sentiments, 
they will be liable to be called tq an account for thepr err 
rours, tp be charged with heresy, and, if not reclaimed, Co. 
be excommunicated frqm the church* These, we dwifc; 
are important reasons against adopting the method yo^ 
propose. We hope you will agree with us, as we are <Son* 
cerned for the peace ^nd happiness qf this religious society, • 
in callihg a Council upon the terms proposed} and m sut* 




Luther Jf r ill$on, > *4t*ron Davison, 

Roger W. Williams, . JSonton Butti, r 

John Parish, Philip Scarborough, 

John WilhamS, Mtthaniel fVUfiamSf 

-Daniel Davison, Wyllis Gopetond, • 

Joseph Davison, Perrin. Scarborough, 

. t Benjamin Gilbert, John G. Dabmy^ . 

William TYescott,' George Lincoln. 



r ./: 4i Brooklyn, September 23, 1*1*. 

T Tq the aggrieved Brethren of the Congregational Cfiiwek 

in Brooklyn. 

u I am disposed to offer. 3rou a few particulars in connex* 
Ion wkh what is cotrrmwnicated by me and several brethren 
of the church. I think I am willing to make a personal 
sacrifice of interest and feelings, from a regard to the wel- 
fare of this -church and society. I am ready, for myself, 
to strike out the last of my propositions, the one relative to 
a pecuniary consideration, from the idea that that proposi- 
tion; though you have not suggested it, may possibly have 
some influence upon your minds, as to accepting the whole 
^>f them. I am willing also to erase the first, which yoit 
trere anxious to have struck out at the time niy communi- 
cation was made ; provided, that you wiH agree to all the 
others. As I agreed to erase the first, when the matter was 
conversed upon iit the <church meeting, so I am willing now 
to agree, if you choose it, that either or both of them should 
fee struck out on the above condition, together with the 
condition, that our agreement with respect to a Council to 
■determine <he propriety of my dismission, (should such an 
^greemertt take place,) be referred to the society for. their* 
consideration and concurrence; or for them to act upoh», 
as they shall judge proper. And if there is any doubt in 
your minds, from what is contained in my propositions, 
whether I wish the Council proposed, to have power given 
them to dissolve my pastoral relation, if they shall think it 
best that my dismission take place ; I now declare to you 
explicidy, that I wish the Council to have full power gir- - 
en them for that purpose, provided they judge it proper, 
and best that I be dismissed. 

* " I would farther observe, particularly, (though I think 
it manifestly implied in the joint communication of me 
and the brethren,) that I wish, as it respects myself, and 
hope it is understood and intended by all concerned, (if a 
Council be called,) that the aggrieved should have an equal 
voice in the choice of a Council ; and that they should 
m^fce a full representation of all their complaints, as far as 
may be consistent, in the opinion of the Council, with or* 
der and propriety . 

"I have noted and forwarded (hfese particulars, that, 
as far as I am capable of considering .the case, I might 
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fenyove from your minds every plausible er imagmaMc 
objection to the Council proposed for the settlement and 
termination of our difficulties. 

« LUTHER WILLSON." , 

Nearly two weeks after these ocmraiimications, a church 
meeting was appointed, with the expectation of receiving 
an answer from the aggrieved brethren,* and with the hope' 
of making arrangements for a Mutual Council, to whose 
decision all concerned would practical^ conform. But ir> 
this we were disappointed. At the time the church were 
to meet, the aggrieved brethren appeared, and objected to 
the meeting, on the ground that no member of the church 
was a suitable person to preside as moderator. It was re* 
•pectfully stated by Mr, W. and those that were in com* 
munion with him, that they would agree upon either of the 
aggrieved brethren* to act as moderator. They had ho^ 
doubt that several of them were suitable persons to preside 
on the occasion. Some of them were named, but they- 
would not consent. Deacon Scarborough, an officer of the 
church, was chosen ; and, by way of apology for refusing 
the appointment* he was so* ingenuous as seriously to ac- 
knowledge himself a party man ;\. and, for that reason, 
thought it improper for him to preside at the meeting. la 
consequence of the determination of the aggrieved not to* 
be satisfied Avith any individual of the church to officiate aa 
moderator the meeting was deferred, and a neighbouring; 
minister was agreed upon to perform a duty, for which no 
member of the church was thought qualified* The gen- 
tleman^ being specially detained* did not (as was expected) 
come at the time* The meeting was still deferred. An- , 
other gentleman was agreed on as moderator, (named by 
the aggrieved,) and came at the time appointed, agreeably 
to request. 

* The aggrieve* btttMrta raad*ao reply to these commtimeationiv either verbally ' 
or, in writing*. • . 

+ It had tfeeh thought by many, that this gentleman had been much under the tnfiu*. k 
eotc of p*rty spirit for a considerable time ; bat he never was so frank as to avow it , 
before. A party man I suppose to be one who is actuated by private and partial 
*tt^rs ; who hsi more of worldly wisdom, than of «• wisdom from above," one cha- .. 
tstltfKstick of which is, without partiality; and whose virtues as a Christian cmsisft 
principally in seal for a Separate and fcurcr communion, im opposition to (be peace 
*A* tnity'of tttnrtifrch. t 



- «* At a church meeting, October 16th, 1816, 

* Rev. EfcAsTixs Learned, Moderator, and 
Rfcv* Luther WiLLsoy, Cltrk % 

The moderator opened the meeting with prayer, 

"Afref attending to Written communication from thtf 
aggrieved brethren to Mr. Willson, the junior pastor, and 
the brethren of the church, and from him and the brethren 
of the c&ur,ch to the aggrieved* the following question was 
put : * Will this church now proceed, with the aggrieved 
brethren* to choose a Mutual Council to hear and deter* 
mine upon all matters of difficulty relative to the connex- 
ion of the junior pastor of this church* and to dissolve his 
connexion with the church, if said Council judge it expe* 
dient; and to give their advice relative to all matters of 
difficulty in the church ?? . 

u Voted in the negative.* 

"Another question Was then puts ' Will this church 
now proceed, with the aggrieved brethren, to choose a 
Mutual Council to bear and determine upon all matters of 
difficulty relative to the connexion of the junior pastor of 
this church with said church, provided the society concur' 
in calling said Council ; and provided said Council, on a 
whole view of the subject* judge it best that the junior pas* 
tor's pastoral relation should be dissolved, that they dis- 
solve the same ; and that said Council should take up all 
matters stated in the Rev. Luther Willson's and the 
members of the church's several communications to the 
aggrieved, which communications shall be the basis of the 
articles to be submitted to said Council ; and all other 
matters which the aggrieved wish to lay before said Coun- 
cil, shall aba be attended to by said Council V 

."Voted in the affirmative. 

• There were two material objections to tbtt motion, t. fa cotttonpfottag the e» 
▼art of Jtyf r.- W«'» dUmu»ioo» it comuiie4 do reference to the society, •• hiving aaf 
interest or agency in calling the Council And, a, at to difficulties ia the church, if 
made provision only for the advice of a Council, without requiring the parties ta> 
conform to their decision. The church had already learnt by experience, that advice* 
however seasonable and useful, was not always respected. They had seen that indi- 
viduals, wf*6 were anxious to be advised to the best method of removing difficoltiea 
and restoring peace, were sometimes the first to disregard the advice that was given. 
The church, therefore, had no expectation that difficulties in the church would be acW 
tied, unless the parties would agree, at least as it respected practice, to. ware ftbejr pa)t> 
vate interests, and comply with the Result. 
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" The games being called for, they were taken, and were 
as follow : 

la the affirmative. In the negative. 

John Williams, Joseph Davison, 

Roger W* Williams, Delano Pierce, 

Daniel Davison, Joseph Scarborough, 

Wyllis Cope/and, Daniel Tyler, 

Aaron Davison, William Barrett, 

John Parish, Jezaniah Sumner, 

Benjamin Gilbert, Moses Clark, 

Philip Scarborough, JVUliam Dabney. 
Perrin Scarborough, 
Nathaniel Williams, 

Simeon Butts* X**xA. 

William Trescott, John Gt Dabney* 
George Lincoln. 

cC Voted, that the meeting be dissolved. It was accord- 
ingly dissolved. 

" Attest, L. WILLSON, Clerk."* 

* * 

[The aggrieved brethren voted upon each question.] 

The aggrieved brethren appeared much disappointed at 
the result of this meeting. But they had no plausible or 
possible ground of complaint ; for, so far as the business 
of the meeting depended upon the moderator, they had 
been favoured with one of their own choice, f They 
would not, however, unite with the church in calling a 
Council upon the terms proposed. Protesting against the 
conduct of the church in offering them a Mutual Council 
-upon the principles contained in the vote, they soon enter- 
ed upon measures which they expected would be effectual 
to remove Mr. W. from his ministerial and pastoral office.J 

* This record wai transmitted to Dr« Whitney, the senior pastor ; but his never 
'been pat upon the book of records. Many proceedings of the church since that date 
"have been recorded \ but the proceedings of this meeting, for reasons which I know 
not, have been omitted. t 

+ To prevent misapprehension; X will note, that the church and pastor, without ob- 
jection, concurred in the choice of the moderator, though he was nominated by the 
aggrieved : And I would also observe, that the moderator, In the performance of his 
duty, gave general, and, I believe, entire satiafiction. The reason of mentioning the 
moderator aa one of their eats choice, ia that they appeared determined not to agree up* 
on any one to preside at the meeting, that was not of their nomination. 

$ As all attempt* to agree upon a Mutual Council, by whose decision the partiea 
ahould be bound, had now failed j and as several attempts hid been made at dffEcrcac 
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JfX about five or ^ix weeks, their movements were again* 
manifest. Private meetings, which had been occasionally 

times by Mr. W; and M* opponents to agree upon the men mat t bo old compose the 
Council, I think it proper to state several offers made by Mr. \V. and the principle on- 
which he wn willing to agree that the Council should be chosen; As the proposition 
for calling a Council contemplated the event of Mr. W.'s dismission, and as he* future 
prospects, in toe character©! a Christian minister, might essentially depend upon the 
Result, he clai>ned it as a matter of right, to have an equal voice with his opponents 
in choosing the CouncU. Mr. W. has ever considered bis proposals as to the ehoice 
of a Gouocil unquestionably lair and liberal, and even more so- than strict justice oa 
his pan required. 

Mr. W. uniformly declared' his readiness to agree upon the Council that ordained 
him, i. e. the ministers of the churches to which letters- were sent at the time of his or- 
dination, and such delegates as they might choose. This Council was expressly de- 
clared Trinitarian by the Rev. Mr. Dow, and the committee of the church, in their date- 
ment before the Ecclesiastical Council called to give their advice in May preceding* 
Says the statement, "He [Mr. W.] was ordained by a Trinitarian Council." The 
Rev. geotleincn that belonged to the Ordaining Cooncil were as follow z 

Rev. Dr. Whitney, of Brooklyn, Conn. < 

Dr. Sumner, of Shrewsbury, Mass* 

Dr. Lee, of Lisbon, Conn. < 

Mr. Pope, of Spencer, Mass. 

Mr. Atkins, of Ki)lingly l Conn. 
r Sfr.Fiske, of New-Btaintref, Mats. ; '• 

Mr. Williams, of Dudley, Mass. 

Mr. Whipple, of C bar lion, Mass« 
\-[ Mr Fisher, of V^ndham, jConn. ;; 

Mr. Nelson, of Leicester, Mass* 
A letter was sent tojtJ*e second ctrarc^Jn Canterbury, Conn, of which fbe Rev. Mr* 
Learned is pastor; A delegate* from that church was present at the Ordination ; the- 
pastor was not. 

In the choice of the Gfrdainttig* Council, the church exercised an equal right withr 
the pastor elect. To toe calling of this ^Council the aggrieved brethren would not- 
agree. 

Mr. W. farther ^Tbjtostd, that the tggrieved brethren should name a particular 
rramber of minister*, of such/principles and character as they might chooae ;. and that 
he would name an equal number, and men they would agree upon the chairman. He 
also proposed-, that ir*e chairman should be a known Trinitarian ; but liberal in Hi a* 
views of conamunjpm, He was willing to agree upon a Trinitarian of the same general • 
character with the Rev. Dt. Whitney, the senior pastor of the church in Brooklyn, or 
the Rev. Dr. Latbrop, of WesuSpr trig field. Mr, W. was aware of the difficulty of, 
fixing upon any gentleman precisely of this stamp. But he considered the proposal 
on his part altogether liberal; and was ready seriously to join io selecting one as ncar- 
ly of that character as could be found. Among others, Mr. W. mentioned the Rev. 
J}r. Puffer, of Berlin, and the Rev. Mr. Daggett, of Mendon, Mass.; gentlemen with 
whom he had no personal acquaintance, who had been named hy a respectable ortho- 
dox clergyman in Connecticut, and who, he thought, upon inquiry, would be ascer- 
tained to be of the principles and character desired. The latter of these gentlemen bad 
also been frequently mentioned 1 with respect by one of Mr. W.*l principal opposenu 
But no agreement was effected . At length the Rev. Mr.Pope, of Spencer, Mass. was nam* 
ed, by x friend and cotemporary of his atcoHege, a leading member of the church in op- 
position to Mr. W. Mr. W. immediately agreed- that Mr. P should be the man. 
The gentleman, however, after a moment's reflection' and consultation with his asso- 
ciates, concluded not to agree upon Mr. Pope as chairman of the Council. What pos- 
sible objection there could be to Mr. P. who is particularly esteemed among the or- 
thodox for his suitableness and good tense, ax well as integrity and soundness in the 
faith, I am unable to conjecture. In every attempt to agree upon a Council, the op- 
posers of Mr.W. would consent to no gentleman as chairman, but an individual, who*, 
they were satisfied, considered a belief in the doctrine of Use Trinity •aaantiai to Cbrit- 
sian fellowship* 



frequent "in the course of the season, but'ibr a time had 
been discontinued, were .again revived* These meet- 
ings, were favourable for maturing <their plans, and making 
•their arrangements. Some of the brethren who had ap- 
peared neutral and undecided, and others who had contin- 
ued in communion with Mr, W. and who had approved of 
his propositions, (but were somewhat anxious on account 
of his change of opinion,) were frequently and earnestly so- 
licited to attend their meetings, and, I may well suppose, 
to assist in concerting measures for the discipline or re- 
moval of their pastor. Several were, at length, induced to 
join them. Thus they continued their efforts, until they 
probably obtained a majority of individuals, active and ef- 
ficient members of the church, to come into tiieir meas- 
ures.' About the middle of December, a charge of here- 
sy was prepared, and one of their number was appointed 
at a private meeting (as it afterwards appeared) to present 
it to Mr. W. He however presented it as an individual, 
without any intimation or appearance of others* concurring. 
The charge was as follows.: 

"You, Rev. Sir, are charged with departing from the 
faith once delivered to the saints, by denying the doctrine 
of the Trinity, and the real proper deity of the Lord Jesus 
Christ, which J consider as a great and dangerous heresy, of 
which I entreat you as a 'Christian brother to repent and 
make retraction. WILLIAM BARRETT. 

"Brooklyn, Dec. 17th, 1816. , 

" To the Rev. Luther ffillson." 

This charge was handed by Mr. B. without any intro- 
ductory observations. It was attentively read by Mr. W. 
After reading it, he observed, that he supposed nothing 
would give satisfaction, but ^renunciation of what was 
considered his errour, and an acknowledgment of his her- 
esy, as stated in the charge* Mr. W. stated to Mr. B. 
that he should be glad to agree with him in opinion, if he 
could consistently with the convictions of his own mind. 
Mr. B; thought it unnecessary to enter inte any conver- 
sation upon the subject, as they had repeatedly conversed 
upon it before. He proposed to Mr. W. the only terms 
of reconciliation. Mr. W, wished .them to be committed 
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to Writing, that he might take them into consideration, and 
give him an answer the next day. Mr. B. consented. 

"Brooklyn, December 18M, 1816. 
<c In explanation of my views relative to a charge made 
by me against the Rev, Luther Willson, contained in my 
communication to him, dated December 1 7th, I now state 
to him the only conditions which will afford reconciliation 
and satisfaction to me, and render the charge of no effect 
against the said Willson ; which conditions are as follow, 
viz. That he, the said Willson, shall agree with the church 
in calling a Council for his dismission, and be dismissed, 
or shall repent, and make retraction of his great and dan. 
gerous heresy, which is specified in the above-mentioned 
charge, WILLIAM BARRETT." 

Mr. W. upon deliberate reflection, could not comply 
with the conditions. Every person will judge for himself 
of the reasonableness and propriety of such conditions at 
any time, and, especially, held out to a pastor by a Chris- 
tian brother after presenting him with the charge of heresy. 
But he probably had his instructions ; and if there was 
any thing wrong in the affair, it must be placed to the ac- 
count of his brethren, who privately appointed him to 
bring forward the charge. 

After some days, Mr. B. with two of the brethren, vis- 
ited Mr. W. to take what was called the second step, 
pointed out in the 18th of Matthew. Mr. B. at the first 
of his interview with Mr. W. called upon them to witness 
his charge of heresy. It appeared, that the brethren con- 
sidered it the only business of their visit to be witnesses 
of the charge against their pastor. Mr. W. having ex- 
pressed his opinion, that it was always the duty of the com- 
plainant who felt himself injured, first to labour with his 
offending brother to convince him of his errour or offence, 
and also the duty of those whom he should take with him, to 
join in the friendly office of admonition, one of them, appar- 
ently in doubt as to the obligation that was upon him, entered 
into conversation with Mr. W. upon the subject. The oth- 
er continued silent, considering it his only concern to be a 
witness of the charge of his brother B. As the brethren 
were about to take their leave, Mr. W. observed, that if 
they considered it a Christian duty to hear the apology of 



4S. 

the accused for his supposed errour, and to use their en- 
deavours to reclaim him, he wished for another interview, ? 
that he might lay before them his reasons in full for the 
opinion that was deemed heretical, and that he might have, 
opportunity to hear themftipon a subject which they con- . 
sidered of the greatest importance. They left him, appa- * 
rently undetermined as to their duty in the case : they did 
not, however, think proper to visit him again, 

Mr. B» a few days after, handed Mr. W. the following 
complaint, addressed to the church : * 

" To the Church of Christ in Brooklyn. 

"Brethren axd beloved, 

" The subscriber would lay before you the following 
complaint, viz. That the Rev. Luther Willson, colleague 
pastor of this church, has departed from the faith once de- 
livered to the saints, by denying the doctrine of the Trini- 
ty, and the real proper deity of our Lord Jesus Christ, de- 
claring it to be his prevailing opinion, both in publick and 
private, that the Lord Jesus Christ, the son of God, is not 
in his own nature, as a divine person, equal and eternal 
with the Father, the supreme and self-existent God ; which 
sentiment we consider as an essential errour, so essential, 
that we can no longer, in conscience, sit under his admin- 
istration. The first and second steps have been taken in 
order to reclaim him, agreeable to the 18th of Matthew, 
but without producing the desired effect. This is there- 
fore to request this church to take due cognizance of the 
same, and to take proper measures for the Rev. Luther 
Willson to be brought to trial, where evidence of the above 
charge may be exhibited, and a regular decision obtain- 
ed,* WILLIAM BARRETT. 

" Brooklyn, Dec. 28th, 1816." . . . . 

* It U worthy of note, that this brother, in telling his complaint to the church, 
(though it never retched My church, except the Consociation,) began in the singula r, 
and at length became ploral. The subscriber first appeared ai an individual. When he 
had retched the middle of his complaint, he became we : *» which sentiment," he says, 
**we consider an essential errour, so essential, that we can, in conscience,no longer sit un- 
der his administration." I shall here undertake to account for this change from singular 
to plural.— The probable method of accounting for the plural pronoun sve, is the 
Jsabit of this brother and his companions, of saying we at their private meetings, where 
individuals acting in concert, and composing one body, were probably identified in 
the complaint. The complainant, in company with his brethren, being accustomed to 
say sv* on these occasions, it was not strange that, in copying or making out his com- 
munication to the church, ha should begin in the singular, imperceptibly become pln- 
ial f and then again return to the lingular, and subscribe the complaint as an individual. 
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After reading the complaint, which was handed on Safc- 
*4iday* Mr. W. inquired of Mr. B. whether he wished to 
iiave it communicated to the church the next day. Mr* 
iB. observed, that as to that he might do as he pleased. 
jUter a moment's reflection, Mr. B. preferred that it should 
<not be communicated at that time. It appeared from cir- 
cumstances, that Mr. B. furnished Mr. W. with the com- 
plaint, to apprize him of his intention soon to lay it before 
the church for their consideration. 

TM same day that the complaint was received, Mr. W. 
&ad put into his hands by Roger W. Williams, a deacon 
of the church, the following appointment of a church 
meeting; 

€i To Brother Roger W. Williams, a member qfthe Church 

of Christ in Brooklyn* 

"You are hereby notified, that there will be a meeting 
of the church held at the meeting-house on Tuesday, the 
31st instant, at one o'clock, P. M. to hear and consider the 
subject matter of complaint brought by brother Barrett a- 
£pinst the Rev. Luther Willson for heresy, and to adopt 
such measures as may then be thought proper.* 

" JOSEPH SCARBOROUGH, 

Deacon of said Churcfu 
u Brooklyn, Dec. 27th, 1816." 

The same day on which the complaint and notification 
were put into the hands of Mr. W. Dr. Whitney, the se- 
nior pastor, who did not, at that time, attend publick wor- 
ship, seat for Mr. W. the junior pastor, to call at his 
liouse, thai he might inform him of the wish of several 
members of the church, that he, (the junior pastor,) after 

• It U observable, that Dea. Joseph Scarborough, in his notification to Dea. Roger 
W. Williams, addressed htm. as a brother, and not as an officer oi the church* What 
could be the reason of this ? Was it possible for Dea, S. at the moment he wrote this, 
to be so under the influence of unchristian feelings, aa intentionally to insinuate, by 
neglecting to give the person notified his proper title, that he vu unworthy of his of- 
fice in the church ? Was it mere accident or inadvertence-? Or could he suppose it • • 
more affectionate mode of address to one with whom be had not been disposed to 
-commune for about six months ? Or did he, in fact, possess so much sensibility and 
delicacy, in assuming to himself the power of appointing a church meeting, as to feel 
the impropriety of sending out a formal notification to an officer in the church of the 
«ame rank with himself j and therefore, to give himself an air of superiority suited to 
the authority he had assumed, think it proper, in the notification, to address Dee* 
W. as a brother, and in signing it, to subscribe himself ** *° *P* T % ** eteM of the 
church ? 
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tfce exercises of the sabbath, the next day, should appoint 
a meeting of the church, to be held on Tuesday, at one- 
o'clock ; the same time stated in the notification of Deal 
S. Dr. W. observed, that the business of the meeting he 
did not know r of that he had not been informed. Mr. 
W. then presented him the notification signed officially by 
Dea. Scarborough, of prior date r containing the appoint- 
ment of a meeting at the same time, and stating the busi- 
ness of the meeting. Mr. W. supposed one notification 
to be sufficient, if it was regular and official, as it claimed 
to be. He was therefore unwilling to interfere,, unless the 
senior pastor should direct the meeting to be publickly 
warned on the sabbath. Mr. W. observed, that he wa& 
willing to mention publickly the request that had beea 
made to Dr. W. without taking upon himself the respon- 
sibility of appointing a meeting. The senior pastor, ap- 
pearing somewhat embarrassed at the officiousness of the 
good deacon, said to Mr. W. that on the whole he must 
do as he thought proper. 

Accordingly Mr. W. after the publick efcercises of the 
sabbath, stated what had been communicated to him by 
the senior pastor,, read the notification signed by Dea* 
Scarborough, and observed, that he should not presume to 
interfere with the appointment of Dea. St which claimed 
to be official,, and was of earlier date. He also observed,, 
that, in view of all circumstances, the brethren of the 
ehurch would probably meet at the time specified in the 
notice of Dea. S. 

At the time appointed for the meeting, the brethren of 
the church were generally together,, and a neighbouring 
clergyman had come, at the request of Dea* Scarborough, 
to perform the duty of moderator, if a meeting should be 
' held, and he should be requested by the church. The 
business was thus far planned and executed by Dea. Sv 
and the aggrieved brethren with a fair prospect of success* 
This worthy gentleman and his associates probably con- 
sidered themselves the true church, and therefore thought 
it proper for them privately to know each other's minds^ 
and to make what arrangements they pleased ; and, no 
doubt, considered it the duty .of others readily to conform 
to them, not attempting in any way to impede the progress 
of their pious and benevolent designs. But,, unreasonable 
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$nd unchmti&n as it trwiy seem T when the brethreirof the 
church qatne together, some, members were not altogether 
satisfied with appearances ; and they even had the presump- 
tion (if I may be allowed the use of so strong a term) to 
oall in question the regularity of the meeting, and to in- 
quire into the authority of Dea. S. to appoint a church 
meeting, and call in a moderator, without the knowledge 
und concurrence of the church, the pastors, or the other 
deacon. They thought it contrary to usage, and an extra- 
ordinary assumption for a junior deacon (junior in office, 
though senior in age) to take it upon himself, unsolicited 
l>y the church,; or any of its officers, officially to appoint a 
church meeting for the important purpose of dealing with 
# pastor for heresy, or of referring him over to the higher 
powers. It will also be recollected that this gentleman, 
vho now seemed to have upon him, unrequested, the care 
of the whole church, less than three months before, openly 
declared himself a party tnan r and consequently an unsuit- 
able person to preside as moderator, when chosen by the 
church. But the' motives and feelings of men sometimes 
change, as well as their opinions ; and those that wjere once 
the most partial, may soon become, the most disinterested 
and most uavfearied in their exertions for .the common 
good, and consequently most entitled to the respect. and 
confidence of their brethren. 

It may appear to some absolutely inexcusable, and an 
Indelible mark: of reproach, in the conduct of a pastor, to 
be seen among the number that should object to the regu« 
larity of a meeting, warned by a deacon without the con- 
4ent of the church, or any other of its officers ; but truth and 
justice require, thai: facts should be impartially stated ; £*pd 
it was a fact, that Mr. W. the junior pastor, with others, 
objected to the regularity of the meeting, considering the 
circumstance of its notification. He also was so uncandid 
and imprudent, as seriously to declare his suspicion of par- 
ticular management on the part^of the aggrieved brethren y 
at their private meetings, to ascertain, by a previous knowl- 
edge of the minds of individuals, that a majority of the 
brethren, who would attend a publick meeting, were pre- 
pared to sanction by vote, any thing that individuals of their 
number might propose. 
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The aggrieved brethren appeared extremely anxious to 
fc**e the meeting formed by calling in the clergyman be* 
fore- mentioned, then at the house of the senior pastor, to 
preside. Mr. W. objected, at the same time declaring 
himself drilling to hare a meeting appointed to be held the 
hext day, or at any time that would be most agreeable to 
the brethren ;* afcd he had no objection to the Rev. gen- 
tleman, invited by Dea. Scarborough, as moderator. 

The meeting not being formed, and the members of thfc 
<ehurch conversing with considerable freedom one with an- 
other, Mr. W. requested liberty of his brother Barrett 
(who, according to arrangements, was soon to appear his 
accuser before the church) to ask him a question. Mr. 
B. readily consented. As soon as he had consented, and 
the question was about to be proposed, several of his 
brethren, Dea. S. and others, (who were particularly dis- 
cerning, and whose attention was always awake, when 
there was a possibility of being exposed to their disadvan- 
tage,) immediately discovered great uneasiness, and warm- 
ly opposed Mr. W.'s putting any question to Mr. B. and 
tfisappfoved of Mr. B.'s consenting to hear it. This cir- 
cumstance only tended to confirm Mr. W. in the suspi- 
cion, that there was something undiscovered, that would 
not appear so well upon examination before the publick, 
as k did in a more private circle, where all were more of 
one accord and one mind* He therefore insisted upoft 
putting the question to Mr. B. as he had consented to 
licar it, and as it was no interruption to any business be- 
fore the church ; observing, at the same time, that Mr. B« 
Was at liberty to answer h, or not, as he pleased. Mr. W. 
observed, that if any members of the church chose not to 
hear the question proposed publickly , he would go aside with 
Mr. B. and propose it in the presence of only two or three of 
rite brethren. The aggrieved, notwithstanding, were so 
highly offended at his determination to ask Mr. r>. a ques- 
tion aside in the presence of a few of the brethren, and at 
his going aside with Mr. B. for that purpose, that they left 



• The ieuon why Mr. W. objected to the meeting being held at the time, and wish- 
ed it to be deferred until the next, or tome future day, (though it was not then stated,) 
wm the probability of obtaining a knowledge of circumstances, ihat might prevent 
the success of a plan, formed, as he had reasons to suspect, privately and dishononra- 
bif t foi the •cc»nspUabinent «f a particular purpose. 
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the meeting-house with much clamour and confusion, ac- 
cused Mr. . W. of breaking up the meeting, and proclaimed 
him a very disorderly man. 

Mr. W. claiming an obligation on the part of Mr. B. to 
hear his question, according to his. consent, they went out 
together, and, in the presence of others that were with 
them, Mr. W. said to Mr. B. " Was the charge of heresy* 
that you presented me, made out at a previous meeting of 
a. number of brethren of the church ?" Mr. B.'s answer 
Vas, "Yes/* Mr. W. then inquired, " whether these 
Brethren agreed to support the charge of heresy against 
him ?" Mr..B". replied, u I suppose it was so." Mr. W- 
further inquired,, " Who were the individuals that thus a- 

red? 9 ' To this inquiry he could obtain no answer. 

:veral of the aggrieved brethren had become so .disturb* 
ed, that Mr. B. thought it not prudent to answer again. 
Individuals, however, observed, that all that were present 
concurred in \t y that they wished nothing private,. that they 
were willing the worULshould know of their proceedings.* 

From these and other circumstances, Mr. W. obtained 
evidence, satisfactory to himself, that Mr. B. though he 
presented the charge and complaint, as an individual, was 
actually appointed for this purpose, at a private meeting, 
by the aggrieved brethren; and also to bring his com* 
plaint before the church, when they should have completed 
their arrangements by a private and mutual understanding, 
so as to secure the concurrence of a majpr part of the 
church in any measure that an individual of their number 
might propose. By this welLconcerted plan, Mr. B. in 
due time, was to bring forward his complaint ; and those 
who had fitted him out upon this business, given him in- 
structions, and pledged him their co-operation and sup- 
port, were to take up the subject of complaint, when |t 
should come before the church, as. if it were before them 
for the first time ; and, as impartial and disinterested per- 
sons, were to suggest and adopt such methods of proceed- 
ing, as should be thought necessary and proper. In this 
way, I have no doubt, they expected to obtain the sanction 
of the church in calling the Consociation of Windham 
County to try and condemn their junior pastor for heresy. 

• After th« tfFatr wn out, and could no longer be conceded) they were mece> «BOJt 
willing then they wot before* 
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■ In about an hour after the members of the church with- 
drew from the meeting-house, two of the aggrieved breth- 
ren, with the Rev. Mr. Day, of Killingly, (the gentleman 
invited by Dea. S.) called upon Mr. W." to know, wheth- 
er he wished a church meeting; stating, that if he did, 
they would agree upon the time, and have one appointed. 
Mr. W. observed, that it was not for him to determine ; 
that he had no business before the church, unless his ac- 
cuser, or accusers, wished him to appear. If they wished 
a meeting appointed, he had .no objection. He was ready 
.to appoint one, and to answer to the complaint of heresy ; 
only he wishfed the meeting/to be regularly warned, and 
the business of it .particularly stated. Being asked what he 
.would consider a regular warning, he replied, if X)c. .W. 
the senior pastor, would prepare a notification, he would 
read it publickly on the sabbath, and would consider it as 
* altogether proper and regular ; and he was willing to agree, 
that the Rev. Mr. Day be moderator. 

Two of the brethren (not of the aggrieved) being at the 
house of Mr. W. when these gentlemen called, entered 
into conversation with them upon the subject, and they 
mutually agreed, as I understood from hearing their con- 
versation, to have a meeting in about twenty days, (the 
day of the meeting was named,) and that , the Rev. Mr. 
Day should preside as moderator. The reason of its be- 
ing.de&ired so long was to accommodate individuals who 
wished to attend the meeting, and who must necessarily 
be absent on business or journeys, previously arranged, 
during that time. 

After two or three days, Mr. W. received the following 
communication. 

" To the Rev. Luther Wittson^ Junior Pastor of Christ 9 s 

Church in Brooklyn. 

u We, who are members of said church, having serious- 
ly reflected upon the discordant spirit exhibited at our 
church meetings, (especially at the last that was attempted,) 
are of opinion, that they do not make for peace, . nor the 
honour of religion, therefore have no desire to have anoth- 
er, unless you wish for one ; and if you wish to have .aft- 
other, we are willing to have one under the following re- 
strictions only j viz. That it be held by the middle of next 



week, and warned solely for the purpose of considering 
Mr. Barrett's complaint of heresy against the Rev, Lu- 
ther Willson ; and that the Rev. Israel Day be nominated 
as moderator in the warning, as agreed, 

« JOSEPH SCARBOROUGH, 

in behalf of die aggrieved Brethren; 

« Dated Brooklyn, Jan. 2, 1817." 

Immediately upon receiving this, Mr. W. called upon 
Mr. B. who had put into his hands a complaint addressed 
to the church, to ascertain, if he were present, and con- 
curred in the communication of Dea. S» in behalf of the 
aggrieved, and, also, if he wished a meeting appointed; 
that he might lay his complaint before the church. Mr. 
W. was particularly desirous of being informed what were 
his views and wishes in the case. Mr. B. fuftiishcd ah 
answer in Writing. 

" Brooklyn, Jan. 3, 1817. 
" To the Rev. Luther Willson. 

" Sir — My mind is, with regard to the communicatioa 
handed to you by Capt. Tyler, that the charge may be 
brought before the Consociation, and not before the choreic 
for a decision. WILLIAM BARRETT." 

Mr. W. tKen replied to Dea. S. 

"BnooKtTi*,JAN. 3; 1517. 
41 Dea. Joseph Scarborough, 

" I would briefly state, in answer to your communica r 
tion of Jan. 2d in. behalf of the aggrieved brethren,, that, 
as you have no desire, on your part, for a church meeting, 
to take into consideration the complaint of heresy against 
me, and to have it acted upon by the church ; bat bnly 
proposed it as a matter of accommodation, with certain re- 
strictions, if I should wish a meeting for that purpose ; 
and as it is the mind of Mr. Barrett, the complainant, to 
lay the matter of charge, or complaint, immediately before 
the Consociation for decision, rather than refer it to the 
church ; and as there is nothing mutual in the affair of re- 
ferring the subject of complaint for a decision, but th? 
business is pursued entirely by way of accusation, t have 
concluded not to warn a meeting, (and especially as you 



5$ 

do not desire one,) but to leave the matter entirely to my 
accuser, or accusers, to choose their own method of pro- 
ceeding, and shall endeavour to meet the accusation as I 
may think proper, and occasion may require. 

" LUTfiER WILLSON." 

. Five of the aggrieved brethren, styling themselves a 
committee, early in the month of January applied to the 
Rev. Dr. Welch, of Mansfield, to appoint a meeting of the 
Consociation of Windham County, to take cognizance of 
a complaint of heresy against the Rev. Luther Willsonj 
their junior pastor. 

. » < 

• VBkdqklyw, Jaw. 8, A817: 
"Mev. Moses C Welch, D.D. 
"Dearly beloved, 

" Notwithstanding we have requested our beloved broth* 
cr, Benjamin Pierce, to make known our case to yoq, yet 
we thmk it meet to state to you, that the difficulties in the 
church, occasioned by our junior pastor, the Rev. Luther 
Willson's altering his sentiments in regard to the charac- 
ter of the second person in the Holy Trinity, have been in* 
creasing for about one year ; and he vet persists in the be- 
lief that our Lord Jesus Christ, the Son of God, is not itt 
his own nature equal and eternal with the Father* the self* 
existent Ood r notwithstanding the exertions of many to 
reclaim him; and especially, lately our beloved brother, 
William Barrett, has taken the steps pointed out in the 
18th of St. Matthew ; but he still remaws unyielding : in 
cdnsequence of which, Mr. Barrett has lodged a complaint, 
cJsqrgpng him, the said Rev. Luther Wiljson, of being guilty 
of heresy, * in departing from the faith once delivered to the 
saints, by denying the doctrine of the Trinity, and the real 
proper, cfeity of Jesus Christ,' as you will see by the com^ 
plaint herewith transmitted to you. This, therefore, is to 
^request you, a? moderator of the oonsociated churches in 
the county of Windham, to call out said Consociation, or 
apy part of them that you may ji?dgs proper, agreeable to 
Saybrook, Platform, a& sqob as may be convenient, to meet 
at the dwelling-house of Daniel Tyler, in said Brooklyn, 
to bear said complaint, evidences to support the charges, 
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and Mr. Willson^s defence — and pass sentence thereon, 
agreeable to said Platform, 
- u We are, in the faith and fellowship of the gospel, 

Joseph Scarborough^ *\ 

Daniel Tyler ', 1 A Committee for 

J&aniah Sumner, \ ^E^ 



Jienjamin Pierce, 
Moses Clark> 



■•plying I 
CoiuocUti 



the Consociation."* 



*' The above and foregoing is a true copy of the original 
communication from the aggrieved brethren in the church 
in Brooklyn. 

"Test, MOSES C. WELCH. 

« Mansfield, Sept. 13, 1817." 

The brethren that subscribed this communication speak 
of difficulties in the church, occasioned by Mr. W.'s 
change of sentiments, as having been increasing for about a 
year ; and of his persisting in a belief which they consider- 
ed a great errour, notwithstanding the exertions of many 
to reclaim him. They mention, particularly, the steps ta- 
ken by their beloved brother, William Barrett ; and that, 
after all the exertions of the many, and especially of this 
brother % still their pastor remained unyielding. One would 
suppose, from this very affectionate and impressive repre- 
sentation that, with great sincerity, and with patient and 
continued exertions, for nearly a year, many of the breth- 
ren had been labouring with their pastor to reclaim him 
from & fundamental errour, and to prevent the increase of 
difficulties in the church. 

I will here mention some facts, that may be considered 
in connexion with the representation contained in this 
letter. 

These five brethren, calling themselves a committee, 
were the principal and most influential opposers of Mr. 
W.?s ministry. Three of the five, (one an officer of the 
church, and another a gentleman of publick and liberal ed- 
ucation) in the course of this year, in which so much had 
been done to convince a pastor of his errour, had never 
manifested a wish, nor sought an interview, to converse 

* The brethren that made this commu&tcatioii, style themaeWes a CmmSUt* tf 
urbat they weie a committee I know -not, 9at I will infotm the pablkk, that they 
were not a committee of the chmrcb. 
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with him upon the subject in question ; to inquire mto 
.the reasons that induced him to alter his sentiments, or to 
use their endeavours to convince him of his errour* 

Immediately after the vote of the church upon the do©- 
trine of the Trinity in February, 1816, in which they con* 
curred, Mr. W. expressly desired them to call upon him r 
that he might have opportunity to converse with thepu 
But, anxious and earnest as they were for his recovery 
from unbelief, and for his spiritual welfare, they never 
thought it proper, either as Christians or neighbours^ to re- 
gard his request. I wilt here remark, that after they with- 
drew from communion, the pastor called upon them, to as- 
certain their views and motives in withdrawing ; and one 
of them (Dea. Joseph Scarborough) at a particular inter- 
view upon withdrawing from communion, after manifest- 
ing a decided disinclination as to conversing with the pas- 
tor, very soon overcoming his reluctance, with a latitude 
and occasional severity, not the most worthy of imitation, 
conversed with him freely. At this time, the opinions of 
the pastor, among other things, were a subject of remark 
and reproof. I think, however, it may be said with pro- 
priety, that his opinions were not in any respect a subject 
of serious and candid discussion. The conversation was 
very desultory, and related principally to circumstances 
adventitious and incidental. 

Again it may be added, that Mr. Barrett, in taking what 
are called the regular steps of discipline according to the 
18th of Matthew, was cautious, at his first interview with 
the pastor, when he presented the charge of heresy ; and al- 
so at the second, when he came with two of his brethren ; 
not to enter into conversation with him, in the way of disr 
cussion or admonition, upon the difference of opinion that 
existed between them. It is also a remarkable fact, that 
but two of the brethren that had appeared in opposition to 
the pastor (one of them Mr. B.) had ever addressed him in 
direct terms as chargeable with heresy, until application 
was made to the Consociation; and that comparatively 
few, not a fifth part of the brethren of the church, nor half 
the number of the aggrieved brethren, had ever admonished 
him of his errour as fundamental. This is the zeal— these 
are the sincere, patient, and persevering exertions of many 
to. reclaim a pastor from a fatal errour. Alas I the obsti- 
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navy* that could remain ^m/ieldmg, that could persist ifc ^ 
crrour, after the efforts of so many, tad means so power- * 
ful, affectionate, and tong continued, had been employed 
to remove it 

tJopy of a letter from Br. Welch, to the junior pastor of ,tjie .{$HV?fe 
* to Brooklyn, citing hini to appear before the Cqpsociation, to apr 
- swer to tlie u criine of heresy." 

•' Windham, Jak. 16, 1817. 
u Rev. JLuther WiUson % Junior Tastor of the Cfutrch iu 

Brooklyn. % 

"Sir— -On a charge against you for the € crime of her r 

esy , ill departing from the faith opoe delivered to the saints, 

by denyidg the doctrine of the Trinity, and the real proper 

deity of Jesus Christ,' application has been made that the 

Consociation of Windham County may b$ oonvened. A 
'meeting of said Consociation .will accordingly t>e had, at 
the house of Capt. Daniel Tyler, in said Brooklyn, on thif 
first Wednesday in February ne^t, at M> o'clock^ A, M. tQ 
hear and determine said case. You ^re therefore notified 
of said meeting of Consociation, that you may appear, and 
offer such plea $nd arguments in ypur defease as you iwy 
think proper. MO$£S C. WELCH, Mod'r. q/ 

the last meeting of Consodqticm^ 

The meeting of the Consociation was held at the time 
appointed. 

The Consociation being organized, they adjourned to 
the meeting-house to attend to the business for which they 
-were convened. 

Tfiey met according to adjournment. A paper was then 
exhibited, containing a charge and complaint against the 
junior pastor of the church, and other things in connexion. 

The following were the contents : 

" Mr. Barrett's first charge is in the words following, 

4 You, Rev* Sir, are charged wkh departing from the 
faith once delivered to the saints, by denying the doctrine 
of the Trinity, and the real proper deity of the Lord Jesus 
Christ, which I consider as a great and dangerous heresy, 
of which I entreat you as a Christian brother to repent and 
make retraction. WILLIAM BARRETT. 

t Brooklyn, Dec. 17th, 1816/ 
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\J3raokfyn ? Dee. lBtJk, 1816. 
' In explanation of my views relative to a charge made 
by me against the Rev. Luther Willson, contained in my 
communication to him, dated Dec* 17th, 1816, 1 now state 
to him the only conditions which will afford reconciliation 
and satisfaction to me, and render the charge of no effect 
against the said Willson ; which conditions are as follow, 
viz. The said Willson shall agree with the church in call, 
ing a Council for his dismission, and be dismissed, or 
shall repent, and make retraction of his great and dange- 
rous heresy, which is specified in the above-mentioned 
charge. WILLIAM BARRETT/ 

' To thS Church of Christ in Brooklyn. 

'Brethren and beloved, 

< The subscriber would lay before you the following 
complaint, viz. That the Rev. Luther Willson, colleague 
pastor of this church, has departed from the faith once de- 
livered to the saints, by denying the doctrine of the Trini- 
ty, and the real proper deity of our Lord Jesus Christ, de- 
claring it to be his prevailing opinion, both in grablick and 
private, that the Lord Jesus Christ, the Son of God, is not, 
in his own nature, as a divine person, equal and eternal 
with the Father, the supreme and self-existent God ; which 
sentiment we consider as an essential errour,* so essential, 

* M An essential errour •'* How essential ? M So essential that we can no longer in con- 
science tit under hit adminUmtion." If this be ■ rule to determine that an errour U essen* 
u*l, viz. the opinions and feelings of individals, members of a church, who happen to 
be dissatisfied with a minister on account of his belief or disbelief of some particular 
doctrine— I have reason to apprehend, that, in almost every church, a few disaffected 
member* would find it easy to procure the denunciation and dismission of ihetf pas- 
tor, provided they could find the Consociation of the same opinions and feelings with 
themselves. Thus a few members of a church, and the Consociation, may always find 
a reason for deposing a minister, of whom they disapprove, even if the church aa a 
body are satisfied with his ministry ; and the criterion, by which they determine his 
errour to be essential, is aot the authority of scripturev or the divine rule, but their 
own consciences. ♦ 

The amount of it is this : If a minister believe what / believe, and preach the doc- 
trine that/ think to be true, he must be sound in the faith; the doctrine which he 
preaches is essential truth. If, on the contrary, he preaches what / cannot conscientious* 
ly hear y his doctrine cannot be true ; his errour is essential. 

This is a remarkably easy method of determining when the errour of a minister in 
essential* I csn think of but one inconvenience in this method of determining an es- 
sential errour* T'be inconvenience is this. Professing Christians have sometimes a 
great share of self-complacency, and are extremely censentur of the perfection of their 
own knowledge ; and consequently by taking upon themselves very freely the inspection 
and oversight of others' faith, they are apt to be troublesome to their more scrupulous 
aod less confident brethren, who cannot see things so clearly, and who are sometimes 
no unfortanate as to differ from them in opinion. 

8 
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that we can no longer, in conscience, sit under his admin- 
istration. The first and second steps have been taken in 
order to reclaim him, agreeably to the 18th chapter of Mat- 
thew, but without producing the desired effect. This is 
therefore to request this church to take due cognizance of 
the same, and to take proper measures for the Rev. Luther 
. Willson to be brought to trial, where evidence of the above 
charge may be exhibited, and a regular decision obtained. 

« WILLIAM BARRETT. 
* Brooklyn, Dec. 28th> 1816.' 

'Brooklyn, Jan. 3, 1817. 
€ To the Rev. Luther Wilson* 

4 Sir— i- With regard to the communication handed to 
you by Capt. Tyler, it is my wish not to have a church 
foeeting ; but to bring the matter before the Consociation 
for a final decision. WILLIAM BARRETT.' 

" A true copy from the files of Consociation. 

" S. P. WILLIAMS." 

The following was the Result of the Consociation : 

, • 

u At a meeting of the Consociation of the County of 

Windham, regularly convened, in Brooklyn, at the house 

' of Capt. Daniel Tyler, Feb. 5th, 1817, A. M. to hear and 

decide on a complaint against the Rev. Luther Willson, 

junior pastor of the first church in said place— 

. " The following elders and messengers of the churches, 
present ; 

From the church ia North-Mansfield, Rev. Moses C. Welch, D. D. ; 

Dea- Frederick Freeman* 
First church in Woodstock, Rev. Eliphalet Lyman ; 

Dea. Jedediah Kimball. 
First church in Lebanen, Rev* Zebulon Ely % 

Broth. Joseph Leach. 
Church in South Society, Killingly, Rev. Israel Day. 
Second church in Ashford, Rev. William Storrs ; 

Broth. Allen Bosworth. 
First church in Hampton, Rev. Ludovicus Weld ; 

Dea. Abijah Fuller. 
First church in Thompson, Rev. Daniel Dow ; 

Dea. Moses Bixby. 
Second church in Canterbury, Rev. Erastus Learned ; 

Broth. Asa Burgess. 
First church in Canterbury, Rev. Asa Meach ; 

Broth. Joseph Simms. 
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(Pre&byterian) church in Mansfield, Rev. Samuel P. Williaito | 

Dea. Aroata Palmer. 
Second church in Woodatock, Rev. Alvan Underwood ; 

Broth. John Perrin. 
Second church in Killingly, Rev. Roswell Whit more } 

Dea. James Danielson* 
First church in Pomfret, Rev. James Porter ; 

Dea. John H* Payton. 
Third church in Woodstock, Rev. Samuel Backus ; 

Broth. Rensellaet Child. 
First church in Windham, Rev. Cornelius B. Everest ; 

Dea. Charles Lee. 
Second church in Pomfret, — — — ; Dea. Amass Storrs. 

North church in Canterbury, ; Broth. CorpelinS Adami. 

Church in Plainfield, ; Dea. Abel Andross. 

Church in Voluntown, — ; Broth. Daniel Campbell. 

Church in Chaplin, ■ $ Broth. Joseph Martin. 

"The Consociation being organized by the choice of 
the Rev. Moses C. Welch, D. D. Moderator, and the Rev. 
Messrs. Williams and Dow, Scribes, was opened with 
prayer by the moderator. 

"Adjourned till half past one o'clock, P. M. to meet at , 
the meeting-house. Met accordingly. Prayer by the 
moderator. A request was made by certain members of 
the church, by the junior pastor of the church and by a 
committee of the first ecclesiastical society in Brooklyn, 
respectively, to be heard by counsel.* Granted. 

. " On behalf of the members of the church at whose re- 
quest the Consociation was convoked, a paper was exhib- 
ited, containing the charge of heresy against the Rev. Lu- 
ther Willson, in denying the doctrines of the Trinity, and 
the proper deity of Jesus Christ ; a statement that the reg- 
ular steps of discipline, prescribed by the Head of the 
Church in such cases, had been used to reclaim him, with- 
out success ; and also a request to . the church to take 
proper measures to bring the offender to trial. 

" It was then stated, that for this purpose the Consocia* 
tion had been convened, before whom the complainant ap- 
peared, ready to substantiate his charge. 

" Against proceeding to trial, it was objected on the part 
of the pastor, and also on the part of the society, that the 
Consociation have not jurisdiction in the case. 

• Here it i mistake in point of fact, Chough undoubtedly uointeotionil. The Result 
it not correct* in stating that the society req netted to be heard by counsel, The society 
fcad no counsel 2 none appealed ia their behalf bat their committee. 
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a The society, in support of their objection, presented u 
narrative of the proceedings of the several parties concern- 
ed during the unhappy difficulties of the church. 

" After a deliberate, and^as they trust, candid hearing, 
both of pastor and society, the Consociation came to the 
following Result:— It appear* front the records of the 
church and the concessions of the parties, that the church 
in Brooklyn was originally and voluntarily consociated; 
that it has acknowledged this relation by a series of subse- 
quent consociational acts ; and that it has neither forfeited 
its privileges, or surrendered them. The constitution of 
the churches does not admit, that a consociated church 
may be deprived of its privileges by the act of its pastor, 
or of any association of pastors ; but subjects the pastor of 
such church, no less than any other member, to its disci- 
pline. It supposes every person entering into connexion 
with such church, acquainted with its government, and 
solemnly covenanting to co-operate with it in carrying its 
system of discipline into effect. The Consociation, there - 
-fore, are unanimously of the opinion, not only that they 
have jurisdiction in the case, but^re imperiously bound, 
since all the attempts to adjust the difficulties in the church 
by Mutual Council have proved abortive, to listen to its 
complaint,* and, in humble dependence on the Head of 
the Church, endeavour to restore it to peace. 

" Adjourned till to-morrow, half past 8 o'clock, A. M . 

. " Feb. 6th — Met according to adjournment : attended 
to the minutes. Adjourned to the meeting-house : pray- 
er by the moderator. - Several members having been chal- 
lenged by the accused, as having prejudged the case, were 
examined and acquitted. 

" The Rev. Daniel Dow, having requested from mo- 
tives of delicacy to be excused from acting in Council, 
had liberty to withdraw. 

" The counsel for the complainant proceeded, after of- 
fering evidence that die regular steps had been taken, to 
support by testimony the charge set forth in the complaint. 
Adjourned till 2 o'clock. Met accordingly. Attended 

* The Result, referring to the church, speaks of " itt complaint." To prevent 
misapprehension, I observe, that the chmrch did not authorize the complaint. They 
had not seen it ; nor had they any agency in calling the Consociation, or laying the, 
complaint before them. 
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further to testimony. Adjourned for one hour. Met ac- 
cording to adjournment* Heard the accused at length in 
his own vindication, and the complainant by his counsel. 
Adjourned: to the house of Capt. Tyler. Met according- 
ly. Deliberated on the case. 

" Adjourned till half past 8 o'clock to-morrow morning. 

/'Feb. 7th — Met according to adjournment. Prayer 
by the moderator. 

" The Consociation, having taken into serious consid- 
eration the whole subject submitted to their decision, 
agreed in the following result : 

" First. That the charge against the Rev. Luther Will- 
son of denying the proper deity of our Lord and Saviour 
Jesus Christ, and consequently the mode of the divine 
subsistence revealed in the gospel, is supported. 

€€ Secondly. That the denial of this doctrine is a depart- 
ure from the faith once delivered to the saints. 

" Thirdly. That this denial by the Rev. Luther WilU 
son disqualifies him for the office of a teacher in the Chris- 
tian church ; inasmuch as it is a rejection of an essential 
part of the counsel of God, a denial of the record God has 
given of his Son. 

" Accordingly his pastoral office in the churches in our 
fellowship and connexion is now declared to be ended, and 
his pastoral relation to the church in Brooklyn in particu- 
lar ought to be, and is hereby dissolved. 

" In this decision, the Consociation assume no right, 
and take no liberty, other than is common to all men act* 
ing in the same relation and circumstances ; the right of 
exercising their own judgment, and the liberty of obeying 
God. Painful, therefore, as is the duty they have been 
called to perform, to have shrunk from it, for the con- 
sciousness of fallibility ever to be acknowledged, would' 
have been virtually to annihilate our obligations to the 
church, and to its glorious Head. 

" While thsy deeply lament the necessity for the course 
they have taken, they are supported by the consciousness, 
that a supreme regard to their divine Lord and Master, 
and a sincere desire to fulfil their covenant engagements to 
the church,, have guided and governed them in that course. 

"Intreating the church and society to cultivate peace 
on Christian principles, and tenderly admonishing its late 
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pastor to return to the Christian faith, they commend you 
all to God, and to the word of his grace, which is able to 
build you up, and make you wise unto salvation. 

" The following paper was handed in, when the Result 
was. thus far made up. 

4 To the venerable Ecclesiastical Council now convened at 
Brooklyn, to hear and determine on a charge of heresy 
against the Rev. Luther JVillson. 

4 We, the subscribers, parties concerned, viewing it 
more desirable for the interests of religion and for the peace 
of the society in this town, that the case now under con- 
sideration should be settled by a Mutual Council, do re- 
quest the Council now convened, to direct to the choice of 
such Council to hear and determine the case of Mr. Will- 
son. The business of the Mutual Council shall be to dis- 
miss Mr. Willson, and set him on such grounds, as to 
ministerial character, as they may judge proper. The 
Council to be chosen shall be of such a character, and 
chosen on such principles, as shall be approved by the 
Council now convened. 

4 For Luther Willson, 

J.NELSON. 

JOSEPH SCARBOROUGH, 

in behalf of the aggrieved Brethren. 

JOHN PARISH, 
SHUBAEL BROWN, 
NATHAN WITTER, Jr. 

for the Society? 

< " After consultation on this subject, the question, Will 
you accede to the above proposal ? was put, and passed in 
the affirmative. 

44 Mr. Willson, on his part, having, in the apprehension 
of the Consociation, receded from the conciliatory terms 
in the above agreement, it was voted that the minutes be 
closed and published. 

44 Passed in Consociation, Brooklyn, 7th February, 1817. 

44 MOSES C. WELCH, Moderator. 
44 SAMUEL P. WILLIAMS, Scribe. 

44 A true copy of the original minutes. 

44 S. P. WILLIAMS." 
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The Result of the Consociation states, that " against 
proceeding to trial, it was objected on the part of the pas- 
tor, and also on the part of the society, that the Consocia- 
tion had not jurisdiction in the case." 

The following was the declaration of the pastor against 
the authority of the Consociation to take cognizance of the 
complaint : x 

"Brooklyn, Feb. 5, 1817. 
" To the Elders and Messengers of the Consociated Churches* 
of the County of Windham^ now convened at Brooklyn 
to examine and determine upon the charge of heresy a- 
gainst the Rev. Luther Willson y Junior Pastor of this 
Church. 

" The said Willson does hereby declare, that he do^s 
not consider himself amenable to this body, for such rea- 
son, or reasons, as he shall think proper to offer. 

" LUTHER WILLSON." 

After the reasons were offered, and the Consociation de- 
cided that they had jurisdiction, the pastor, still consider* 
iag his reasons against their authority to be good, and such 
as ought to have prevailed, he repeated in substance the 
protest which he had made before ; at the same time re- 
questing liberty to appear before them according to cir- 
cumstances, as far as their views of propriety and their in- 
dulgence would permit. 

" Brooklyn, Feb. 6th 9 1817. 
cC The subscriber again declares against the right of the 
jurisdiction of this Ecclesiastical Council over him for her- 
esy, or any crime ; at the same time begging leave to ap- 
pear before them, as far as may be proper, and as occasion 
may require, while they proceed to examine and deter- 
mine the charge of heresy presented against him by Wil- 
liam Barrett, a Christian brother. 

" LUTHER WILLSON." 

An important objection made to the jurisdiction of this 
Council, rested upon a vote of an association of ministers, 
in which the junior pastor of the church in Brooklyn con- 
curred, and in which he formally and expressly declared 
his "dissent from the claims of consociation, and his adher- 
ence to congregational principles. 
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The vote of the Association was as follows : 

" At a meeting of the Eastern Association of the Coun- 
ty of Windham at the house of Rev. Elisha Atkins, in 
Killingly, Oct. 12, 1813— present, 

Rev. Messrs. JOSIAH WHITNEY, D. D. Mod'r. 

ANDREW LEE, D. D. Scribe, 
ELISHA ATKINS, 
LUTHER WILLSON. 

" A Consociation having lately been holden in Canter- 
bury, by letters written by the Rev. Moses C. Welsh and 
Ludovicus Weld ; and the churches under the pastoral care 
of mertibers of this Association, residing in the county of 
Windham, having been called on to send delegates to $aid 
Consociation ; and as, in our apprehension, the design of 
establishing a Consociation in Said county is to bring the 
churches into bondage, on the motion of the moderator, 
the following expression of our sentiments on the subject 
was voted unanimously, viz. 

" 1. We believe that every regular church of Christ is 
invested by the great Head of the Church with plenary 
power to judge, of itself, and for itself, wfyat is right in 
matters of faith and . discipline ; and that neither churches 
nor their pastors have power given thenji of God, to lord it 
over one another, or censure one another, because they 
use the power Christ hath given them. 

" 2. We censure none because they differ in opiniou 
from ourselves respecting these matters; are willing to 
hold communion with them, to ask counsel of them, and 
give counsel to them, as occasion may require ; but we 
disclaim all right to bind them by our decisions, or to con- 
sider ourselves bound by theirs, farther than we judge 
them agreeable to the divine rule. 

f< 3. We conceive it to be our duty to maintain and de- 
fend the liberty of the churches, and to stand fast ourselves- 
in the liberty wherewith Christ hath made us free, and not 
suffer any man or body of men to bring us into bondage. 

41 4.' As such are our views, such our understanding of 
the scriptures, we discard the claims made by the Conso- 
ciations in this state, to give law to the churches, and to 
judge for them in matters of faith or discipline, and de- 
clare ourselves adherents to the congregational system. 



65 

" The above a true copy from the records of said Assoc- 
iation. 

« Test, ANDREW LEE, Scribe." 

The counsel for Mr. W. who discussed the question of 
jurisdiction, has furnished the following with his own 
hand, as the substance of the argument founded upon the 
. act of Mr. W. as a member of the Association. 

" The above declaration of the Association, of which 
Mr. Willson had become a member, was a principal ground 
of objection made to the jurisdiction of the Consociation 
over the junior pastor of the church in Brooklyn. And 
this was conceived to be sufficient, even if no other objec- 
tions had been offered relative to the same point. The ar- 
gument was presented to the Consociation in the following 
light. 

" A Consociation, according to the Saybrook Platform, 
is composed of pastors and churches, who mutually and re- 
spectively agree to be bound by the rules there prescribed 
for such bodies. Each must be bound by its own act, and 
not by the act of the other. Granting, therefore, that this 

- church were now unquestionably connected with the Con- 
, sociation of Windham County, it would not follow that the 

pastor is under its jurisdiction. He is not, unless he has 
placed himself there by his own act. 

" That this is not an unfounded assertion, contrived up 

merely for the present occasion, may be shown from the 

. publick declaration of the Consociation in Tolland county, 

in defence of their own proceedings in the dismission of 

Mr. Abbot, of Coventry. In assigning the reasons why 

- their jurisdiction extended to him, which he had underta- 
ken to deny, in a publication relating to the subject, they 
say> (page 11,) 4 No one, i. e. no minister, was formally 

: inquired of, upon his associating with a consociated body, 
3nd receiving the charge of a consociated church, whether 

. he viewed himself as belonging to consociation. It be- 
longed to the individual formally to decline ; to manifest 

. that. he ^differed or dissented," if such were his choice. 
The propriety of this is admitted even by the " statement." 
But no such act of his appears till after the complaint of 
his church ; but, on the contrary, in every thing by which 

9 
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his brethren since 1790 expressed their "consent" tot* 
considered of the Consociation, he conducted like them.' 

" As this is the language of an Association in ajnatter 
exactly similar to that now before this body, it will surely 
' be admitted as an authority proper to be appealed to and re- 
lied upon. It is admitted, that a pastor may dissent from 
his church, * if such be his choice/ as to being in connex- 
' ion with consociation ; and the reason why Mr. Abbot's 
dissent was not considered as valid by the Consociation of 
Tolland County, was, because it came too late. It was 
not offered until a complaint had been made against him 
to, the Consociation. .The acts by which Mr. Abbot is 
supposed to have signified his consent to belong to, and to 
. be under the jurisdiction of the Consociation, are stated in 
the following quotation : * He took charge of a consociated 
•church, succeeded a consociated pastor, and joined the as- 
sociated pastors, who in a formal manner voted, and en- 
tered it upon their records, that they formed their body 
according to the general plan of ecclesiastical polity adopted 
in the Sat/brook Platform* Notwithstanding which, he did 
not follow theriile which himself had sanctioned, he did not 
" withdraw or dissent," but continued with the Association* 
Wasappointed and acted as register of the same several years, 
and by appointment attended as a delegate the General As- 
sociation. His brethren, therefore, consider themselves and 
him as having belonged to consociation, and do not a gr e e 
with him, that " it cannot admit of a moment's doubt, that 
he was independent of its jurisdiction*" % 

u Here we have the reasons m fidl, why: Mr. Abbot wiaa 
claimed by the Consociation in Tolland. They are princi- 
pally derived from his connexion with the Association, of 
consociated pastors, and not manifesting {hat he dissented 
from them with respect to consociation* If, then, these 
were the reasons upon which the Consociation claimed ju- 
risdiction over Mr. Abbpt, gnd the course which he ought 
: to have pursued to render himself independent of that juris- 
diction is here pointed out/ what can be the ground of such 
claim over the junior pastor in Brooklyn ? He has surely 
dissented in language not to be misunderstood. He has 
not only aot joined an Association of consociated pastors, as 
did Mr. Abbot ; but he has joined one which said with 
united voice, that they * discard the claims made by the 
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Consociations in this state, to give law to the churches, and 
to jydge for them in matters either of faith or discipline V 
and which ' declared themselves adherents to the congre- 
gational system*' 

" This declaration or dissent t*f the junior pastor of this 
church was made in the most publick body with which he 
had any connexion. It was not delayed until a complaint 
was entered against him, nor until difficulties began to arise 
between him and his people ; but it was made the first time 
that the subject was ever proposed to him ; at the very 
time that he united with the Association to which he be- 
longed, while there was entire peace and union between 
him and his church. By What act, then, has he ever put 
himself under the jurisdiction of this body ? 

" Will it be said, that, by taking charge of a consociated 
^church, in connexion with a consociated senior J>astor y he 
has thus shown his choice to be of the Consociation? 
When the junior pastor, now before you, was ordained, no 
reference was had to the Consociation of Windham Coun- 
ty. The church in Brooklyn had never intimated to Mr. 
Willson that they considered themselves as belonging to 
it. And you have evidence in this association^ act, that 
the senior pastor of this church, whose ministerial life in 
this place has been more than half the time that Consocia- 
tions have existed in the state, held this language to his 
colleague from the beginning, * We have no connexion 
with any Consociation. 9 For he and all in the Associa- 
tion unite in saying, that an attempt was then making to 
establish a Consociation ; which is to say, that they consid- 
ered the one formerfy existing, as extinct It was for this rea- 
son that they raised their voices against it, and unanimously 
opposed the existence of a Consociation within their limits. 
What propriety, then, could there have been in Mr. Will- 
son's dissenting upon his ordination ? If the aged and Ven- 
erable pastor of this church was not able to inform him, 
whether they then belonged to a Consociation, who could 
furnish the evidence ? Was it to be expected, under such 
.circumstances, that ftfr. Willson could have had the most 
remote apprehension, that, by settling in Brooklyn in the 
manner he did, he consented to put himself under the ju- 
risdiction of this body ? Has he ever done a single act by 
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which such consent can be fairly inferred ?* On the con* 
trary, has not every . act which relates to the subject held 
out this language, ' I am not of the Consociation ?' Will 
it then be said, that there is that kind of right in this body 
to exercise jurisdiction over Mr. Willson, which they 
could wish to have, in case they proceed ? And will they 
proceed in the trial of this cause, when it is so contrary to 
the wish of almost all concerned ? It is believed, that, up- 
on due consideration, this body will not view it as expedi- 
ent to attend to the complaint exhibited against the junior 
pastor of this church. In this belief, the subject is sub- 
mitted to your candid and impartial consideration." 

This argument, which maintains the right of the junior 

Eastdr to dissent, in the manner in which he did dissent, by 
is act in the Association of which he was a member, does 
not expressly deny the connexion of the church of which 
he was a pastor, with the consociated churches of Wind- 
ham county. 

That the church in Brooklyn once belonged to the Con- 
sociation of the County of Windham, and " had acknowl- 
edged this relation by a series of consociational acts," was 
not disputed. It Was readily admitted by all parties. At 
the same time, important circumstances and considerations 
were presented to the Council, which furnished presump- 
tive evidence, that the present Consociation of Windham 

* I will here observe, that it was stated before the Consociation at Brooklyn, that If r. 
W. at t church meeting manifested his assent to belong to the Consociation. It was 
represented, that a motion was once before the ohnrch to be onconsociated, and that 
Mr. W. prevented the church from acting upon it. 

The following was the fact :— The Rev. Dr. Whitney, the senior pastor, a short time 
after the vie of the Association, (which contained an entire disftut from the Con* 
aociation intended to be tsttbluhti in the county, and an express declaration in fa- 
vour of the congregational system,) brought forward a motion before the church, aim* 
ilar to the one acted upon by the Association. By this motion, the church were called 
upon, not to withdraw or disconnect themselves from a Consociation to which they be- 
longed , but publickly to declare their opinion against a consociational system t>f 
government, and their strict adherence to congregational principles. When the motion 
was before the church, one of the brethren arose, and observed, that he was not ac- 
quainted with Consociations, and, for his part, he wished for an opportunity to obtain 
information upon the subject before he acted* Upon this, Mr. W. the junior pastor, 
observed, that if any member of the church wished particularly for information upon 
the subject, it was reasonable and proper that he should have time to obtain it. It was 
mid, that* in consequence of this observation of the juoior pastor, the motion was not 
acted upon. The meeting was dissolved { and, as the church from that time never re- 
ceived any letter to meet in Consociation, the subject was never called up afterwards, 
until the difficulty respecting Mr. W.'s change of sentiments had commenced. Mr. jvV. 
the junior pastor, gave no opinion in favour of consociation ; nor did he intimate that 
be considered the church consociated* This U the id of Mr. W« by which he is 
CO have assented to be of the Consociation. 
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County was not the same as that which existed half a cen- 
tury before ; and, consequently, that the church in Brook- 
lyn, which had in no instance sent messengers to the pres* 
ent Consociation, or in any manner acknowledged its au- 
thority, could not be considered as belonging to it, or any 
of its members as subject to its jurisdiction. I shall not 
here be at pains to note the particulars that were then pre- 
sented, but shall enter immediately upon the examination 
of documents, with which I was then unacquainted, which 
are now in my possession, and which furnish satisfactory 
and conclusive evidence, distinct from any thing that is 
yet brought into view, that the Consociation had not juris* 
diction in the case. 

I. We have the opinion of a convention of ministers and 
delegates from the churches of Windham Original Asso- 
ciation, in the year 1800, that there was then no Consocia- 
tion in the county ; that some visible bond of social union 
among the churches was much needed, to unite their views 
and interests, and to promote their particular and general 
welfare. The convention, in pursuance of an object so 
desirable as the purity, union, and prosperity of the church* 
es, adopted and recommended a Plan of Consociation ma- 
terially different from the system of consociation formerly 
established by the constitution of the churches, called Say- 
brook Platform. This plan was adopted and published by 
the convention, accompanied with an address, recommend- 
ing it to the approbation and acceptance of the several 
churches within their limits ; but it never went into effect ; 
it was not adopted by the churches to which it was pro- 
posed. It, however, furnishes the clear and decided opin- 
ion of the ministers and delegates of most of the churches 
in the county of Windham, that they were not then con- 
nected with a Consociation, but were solicitous that a sys- 
tem of consociation, or some visible bond of social unioft, 
should be established among them. 

The following is the plan recommended by the conven- 
tion in 1800 : 

4< A Plan of Consociation adopted and recommended by a Con- 
vention of Churches in Windham County \ Nov. 1800. • 

" The subject of Consociation, or some visible bond of 
social union among our churches, having been, for yeafs, 
a matter of serious consideration with the associated 
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ministers of Windham, county, they, at length, agreed at* 
sl special meeting for that purpose, and that the churches 
be requested to attend by delegation. A circular letter 
was, accordingly, prepared, and sent to the several church- 
es, requesting them, individually, to send a delegate, to 
meet in convention, for the purpose of deliberating on diis 
important business. The motion meeting the approbation 
of every church to whom a letter was addressed, the con- 
vention met, and the following is the result of their delib* 
crations: 

" At a convention of the ministers of the original Asso- 
ciation of Windham county, with delegates from the seve* 
ral churches, at Mansfield, Nov. 11, 1800, for the purpose 
of conferring on a mode of Consociation, or some visible 
bond of social union among our churches, there were 
present, 

Fistort . Delegates from the churches* 

JRtr.Mcma.Thomas Brocktvay> Mbd'r. 

Moses C. Welch, Scribe, Brother Frederick Freeman, 

John Gurley, Deacon Darnel Abel) 

Andrew Judson, Deac* JVbah Pain* 

Elifthalet Lyman* Deac. Jedidiah Morse, 

Walter Lyon, Deac. Joshua Grosvenor t 

Enoch Pond, Brother Isaac Kendall* 

Zebulon Ely, Brother Solomon William*) 

Israel Day, Brother David Cody, 

William Graves, Deac. Aaron Lyon, 

William Storrs, Deac* William Walker, 

Ludovicus Weld* Brother William Huntington^ 

Elijah Waterman, Deac* Thomas Tileston % 

John Sherman, Brother Benjamin Storrs, 

Daniel Dow, Brother Thomas Dyke, and 
£WestWoodstock vacant.] Brother Ebenezer Smith* 

u The moderator opened the convention by prayer ; af- 
ter which they adjourned to attend publick worship, and 
to proceed to business immediately after divine service, 

"Met accordingly, and continued the session, by ad- 
journment, until the evening of Nov. 12th, during which, 
alter solemn addresses to the Father of Light, for counsel 
and direction in the important affair, a Plan of Consocia- 
tion was exhibited, and seriously discussed, consisting of the 
following articles : 

"Article I. The Consociation shall consist of those 
pastors and churches, by delegation, who agree to 
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this and the following articles ; which shall be the consti- 
tution of church government for the Consociation of 
Windham County, and shall go into operation when nine 
churches shall agree to and adopt the same. 

44 Art. II. Every church that has a settled pastor 
. shall be represented by one ruling elder or delegate, to be 
chosen annually. Every church that has no settled min- 
ister, and is wishing to support one, shall be entitled to be 
represented by one ruling elder or delegate. The elders, 
or delegates not known, shall produce certificates from the 
churches which they represent. 

" Art. III. A .majority of the Consociation shall be 
competent to the dispatch of business. 

"Art. IV. A Moderator shall be chosen by ballot* 
who shall continue in office one year ; a Scribe to minute 
the doings, and reasons of any judgment that may be ren- 
dered ; and a standing Register to record the same. Any- 
other officers that may be found necessary and convenient, 
shall be annually appointed. 

44 Art. V. The Consociation shall have cognizance of 
all things that regard the welfare of the particular churches 
• belonging to the body. 
44 Particularly, ' 

44 1. They shall be considered as having the right, at all 
times, to originate, and adopt, for themselves, and propose 
to the churches, any rules or regulations, which they may 
judge to be calculated-far the edification and well ordering 
of the same. 

44 52. It shall be considered as their duty to assist the 
pastors and churches of the body, by their counsel and ad- 
vice, in any cases of difficulty, when applied to for the 
purpose. 

44 3. They shall have a right to censure irreclaimable 
pastors, churches, or individual members of the churches 
of the body, who fall into heretical sentiments, or scanda- 
lous immoralities, upon complaints regularly laid before 
them. 

44 4. A complaint cannot be received by this body, or 
considered as coming regularly before them, unless the 
previous steps have been 'taken, pointed out. by our Lord, 
i^ Mat. xviii, 15, 16 ? 17. 
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%i 5. When a member of any particular church, belong- 
ing to this body, shall view himself aggrieved, or injured, 
by his being laid under censure, he shall have the right of 
appeal to the Consociation. 

" Art. VL Pastors elected by churches belonging to 
the Consociation, shall, previously to their ordination, be 
approved by the body, or their committee. The Conso- 
ciation shall also examine and approbate Candidates for the 
gospel ministry, 

" Art. VII. In Consociation every niember shall have 
an equal vote. 
. "Art. VIII. The Consociation shall meet, annually, 

* on the first Tuesday in September ; at which meeting a 
sermon shall be delivered. And when any emergency 

' shall require, it shall be the duty of the moderator, or, in 
case of his absence, the senior pastor, with the advice of 

* one other member, by a circular letter, stating the busi- 
ness, addressed to each minister, or delegate, where the 

' church is vacant, to convene the body, at atime not less 
. than ten days after notice. It shall also be the duty of the 
person, or persons, who apply for sucli special meeting, 
' seasonably to convey the letters. 

" Art. IX. At the annual meeting, the members shall 
report. to the body the state of religion in each particular 
church, viz. the number of its members, additions, dimi- 
nutions by death, excommunication, or othervvays, the 
preceding year. ' 

" As t. X. The foregoing articles may be amended by 
calling a special convention, whenever a majority of the 
churches shall signify their desire for' the same to the Con- 
sociation. And in case of emendations agreed upon By 
Mich convention, they shall be referred to the individual 
churches for their adoption, and when adopted unanimous- 
ly by them, shall become a part of this constitution. 

"Voted, unanimously, in convention, that we agree to 

the foregoing articles, as a system of church government 

agreeable to the -word of God ; and they are accordingly 

recommended to the several churches for their concur- 

*' jence and adoption. 

h \ Voted, to appoint Messrs. Welch, Ely, Water man , 

' Sherrtian, Dow; Williams and Freeman, a committee to 

correct, and prepare this result for the press, and procure 
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% publication of the same/ together with Sothe arguments 
and scripture proof in support of it ; and, also, to add a se- 
rious address to the churches, on the subject of Christian 
union and fellowship. 

« Attest, THOMAS BROCK W AY, Mod V. 

MOSES C. WELCH, Scribe." 

In looking over this Constitution, regarding it as a me- 
morial of the wisdom and piety of this large and respecta- 
ble convention, we are led to ask, why this solicitude for 
years to form and establish a Consociation in Windham 
county, or some visible bond of union among the church- 
es, if the churches were then in possession of a system of 
Consociation, voluntarily adopted, and sanctioned nearly a 
century before, by the highest ecclesiastical and civil au- 
thority ? Was it possible that these ministers and dele- 
gates (many or most of them) when forming this Constitu- 
tion, and recommending it to the several churches for their 
adoption, were actually consociated according to the plan 
of ecclesiastical polity contained in Say brook Platform ? If 
they were thus consociated, in what light are the proceed- 
ings of this convention to be viewed ? Surely they* must 
bear the character of open hostility to the ecclesiastical 
constitution of the state. But will any believe that the 
members of this convention were thus employed in pre- 
paring and recommending a plan of Consociation, when, at 
that very moment, they knew that their churches were con*- 
sociated, and were bound to maintain an inviolable regard 
to that system of union, government, and discipline, con*, 
tained in their ancient constitution? None will believe 
this. We therefore conclude, that, when these fifteen pas^ 
tors and as many delegates unanimously adopted and rec- 
ommended to the churches a plan of Consociation, or a vis- 
ible bond of social union, they were unanimously of the 
opinion, that the Consociation, which once existed, had 
sometime become extinct, and that, consequently, they 
were at liberty to form one upon such principles as appear- 
ed best adapted to promote the union, order, and general 
interest of the churches. 

The proceedings of this convention furnish the best 
evidence that we could have of the united opinion afflfnin* 
isters and churches, that in the year 1.800 there was no 

10 
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Consociation m Windham county 110 bond of social onJoifc 
among the churches no constitution of church govern* 
ment, by which the "churches were consociated for mutu- 
al affording to each other such assistance as might be req- 
uisite upon all occasions ecclesiastical."* And if, as is 
evident from the unanimous opinion of the convention,, 
there was no Consociation hi Wiodham county in the year 
1800, then the present Consociation must have been form- 
ed and established since,, and could have no more juris- 
diction over a pastor of the church , in Brooklyn, or any of 
its members* than over a pastor or member of a church in 
a neighbouring state : For the church in Brooklyn had! 
formed no connexion with this, or any ecclesiastical body 
t>f that name* since the* year 1800, any more than with a 
presbytery of the state of New- York or Pennsylvania ;. and 
both the pastors, the senior as well 'as junior, had formally 
and expressly declared their dissent from any system o£ 
Consociation intended to he established in their immediate 
.vicinity- . " 

II. I shall now; examine and compare extracts from aitv 
thentick records,, from which it will appear that the pres- 
ent Consociation is not the s^me as formerly ; and, conse- 
quently,, that the church in Brooklyn had no connexion, 
with the council of churches, that took cognizance of the 
complaint against their pastor.. 

There is no question that the church in Brooklyn was 
once consociated according to the articles for the adminis- 
tration of church: discipline contained in Saybrook Plat- 
form* When the Consociation of Windham County, tc* 
which the church in Brooklyn belonged,, and which was 
established agreeably to the ancient ecclesiastical constitu- 
tion of the state, ceased to exist, I am not solicitous to 
know* It is sufficient, to be informed from the proceed- 
ings and united opinion of the 'numerous and respectable 
convention of 1800, that it was not in existence then * r and 

* If the " churches were consocjated for mutual affording to each other such as tiat- 
•oce at might be requisite upon all occasions ecclesiastical,** (see the second article of 
-church discipline) at the close of ibis Review,) why waa this convention employed 
in planning a Consociation, or informing a visible bond of social union, a constUutioci 
pf church government, when, in fact, they wert consociated, when they had an eccleai- 
astioat constitution, a visible bend of union ? To this question I am persuaded no an- 
•wcr <falpc given, I therefore conclude beyond. a doubt, that the convention ( vhm 
employed in planning and recommending a system of Consociation) did not consider 
the churches as conseaattd at hatting n constitution) t mtblahnd of social union*. 



tfso to know, that the church m Brooklyn born &at: time 
{and how much longer I shall nrt intyttite), had not befcfi 
connected with any Consociation at the tine of the trial of 
the junior pastor. 4 :...'. .■..•'» 

The first Consociation at which #e have my account 
$ince the convention <rf churches ill >1 800,1 was in the year 
1812, in Eastford society Hi AshfonL From the book of mb* 
ords kept by the Consociation, the foUowwtg is extracted : 

" At a Consociation of the cburdhes of Windham Orig* 
inal Association,* convened by letters missive at the hou§c, 
of Ephraim Spauldirig, in Eastford society in Ashford, 
Dec. 22, 1812— present, ; &;c .../•.. . f 

€C The jurisdiction of the Consociation was objected to.- 
The question being submitted, whether; the church in 
Eastford and its pastor are in regular connexion with the 
<:onsociated churches* voted in, the affirmative," 

This Consociation w$s called to judge tipoji a complaint 
bf a member of the church against the pastor. How^ it 
*vas formed, or on what principle jurisdiction was claimed, 
I know not. The records do not furnish the" information ; 
iior have I received it from ainjr pther source. 

The next meetings of a Consociation was at Cantert>un% 

" At a regular meeting of the Congociatkyn of Wirtdham 
County, convened at the meetings horuse in th^ first ^oeietrf 
in Canterbury, on the first Tuesday ifl Oetbber, WIS^ 
there were present," Soc '> i '*- 
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I have good reason to believe, from various considera* 
tions, that the present Consociation of .Windhgto County 
was formed at Canterbury in October, 1813. . 

1. It may be seen by comparing the records*, that the 
Consociation at Canterbury, nine months after ths meeting 
at Eastford, was not the same as* that at Eastford nine 
months before. 

The council at Eastford was a " Consocidtufa of the 
churches of Wmdham Original Association" . The council 

•There were two Associations uKbe* county of Windham— the Original and the 
Eastern. The .church in Brooklyn belonged to the Easttrn Asstciatio*; ' they could^ot, 
therefore, belong to the Consociation at Eastford, because this Consociation included 
only the churches of the Original Ass$ciatum. The church in Brooklyn, therefose, 
necessarily excluded from the Consociation at fiattford 9 and had Aft letter sent to 
10 aueet in that-counciU 



st Cariterbii^y was " the Consociation o/Wmdhdni County.** 
The former was limited to the churches of a particular As- 
sociation ; and ia consequence of this; several churches in 
the county (the church in Brooklyn among the number^ 
trere necessarily excluded* The latter was so designated 
as to include all the churches in the county that should 
chcose to become connected with it. 
: 2. If the Cpns&ciation at Canterbury, in October, was* 
the same as that at Eastford in December before, it was 
manifestly irregular in its . appointment This none will 
fleriy; for the ' irte^ujarity was such, as could not have 
occurred, in the opinion of any one conversant with Say- 
bropk Platform, through inadvertence, or mere mistake; 
The T Platform Vety plainly made it the duty of the mode* 
rator of the test meeting of the Council, if he were living, 
with the advice* arid .consent of two more elders, to call a 
Council (or Gdnsofcfetion) when they should judge there 
wasneed.of it.,...", Thajt member who was chosen at the 
l$st session of apy Council, to be, moderator, shall, with the 
aftvice and consent .of 'two more elders, (or, in case of the 
Moderator's : de^tfc, any two elders of the same Consocia- 
tion,) call another Council within the circuit, . when they 
shall Judge there is. need tfe?Jtpof*"* The Rev. Dr. Welch,. 
bit Mansfield, was moderator of the Council at Eastford. 
It was therefore ^$ duty as moderator, as he was living, 
with the corK^arreraje of two more elders, when they saw 
there was need pf a Council; at Canterbury, to appoint a 
meeting, and call the consociated churches together. But 
the Rev. Dr. Welch did not appoint the meetingat Can- 
terbury ad moderator of the last Council, as the Platform 
directs. The Rev. Moses C. Welch and Ludovicus Weld 
(claiming no official authority) sent out letters to all, or 
nearly all the churches in the county, desiring or request* 
jug them to meet in Consociation at Canterbury. 

Oii4he supposition that a Consociation was then formed 
without any regard to its connexion with the Council at 
'Eastford, these ministers, considering this Council evi- 
iientiy irregular, and therefore of no account,! might send 

•Seethe toih article of discipline. 

+ -These gentlemen probably knew, that the Consociation at Eastford waa irr<gular 9 

becauae (according to toe unanimous opinion-' of the convention in lftoo, of which 

they weie members) at the time of iu appointment there waa no Consociation in the? 

^county . And, era if, at that time, then wis t Consociation ia the county, the Couft* 
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out letters as they did, not signing them officially as be- 
longing to a Consociation, without any impropriety, or the' 
violation of any rule ; and all the churches, or any of therr>, 
that came together, whether formerly consociated or not, 
might jdin in Consociation according to the tenour of the 
letter, call it a regular meeting, 1 proceed to business, and 
make any appointments or arrangements for the future, 
that they should think necessary and proper. 

3. Tlie Rev. gentlemen that wrote to the churches to 
jneet and join in Consociation, sent letters to several 
churches, who were known never to have had any connex- 
ion with Say brook Platform, or a consociational form of 
government, but to have adopted a different constitution, 
or to have had no constitution, other than the Bible, and 
that which they had formed for themselves. And can any 
believe, that these gentlemen, when sending out their let- 
ters, considered themselves as acting in an official capacity, 
and authorized by Say brook Platform to notify churches to 
meet and act in Consociation, which, from their establish' 
tnent, had no more been consociated than the churches in 
Rhode-Island or Massachusetts? This is incredible* It 
is not within the limits of probability or conjecture, that 
these gentlemen, who published their opinion in 1800, that 
no Consociation existed in the county, assumed to them- 
selves, in 1813, the authority and responsibility of callings 
together churches 'that were never consociated, to sit and 
act iti a Consociation that had long been established by a 
particular constitution. « < 

The conclusion therefore is this. -These ministers, and 
many others, had no doubt been anxious for years, that a 
Consociation, or some visible bond of union among the 
churches, should be established in the county. They had 
made an attempt in 1800, and failed. But the object was 
too important to be given up. A council of the churches, 
claiming to be a Consociation, (on what principle it is not 
easy to imagine,) met at Eastford ; but its limits extended 

cii at Eastford wm evidently irregular , according to Saybrook Platform ; and therefore 
Cbay did not think it proper offictally to appoint a Consociation at Canterbury on the 
ground of it* connexion with the Council at Eastford* The Council at Eastford could 
not have been a regular ecclesiastical tribunal according to Saybrook Platform, because 
one church (if not more) that was represented in that Council, had never adopted thia 
Platform ; bat was originally established by vote, and had continued, trpon Cambridge 
Platform, a constitution of church discipline, essentially different from the conajLitutioil 
fomed it Stybroofc. ,-••«?, 
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no - farther than a particular association 'of ministers. A 
considerable number of churches, some once consociated, 
and others separate, congregational, or upon Cambridge 
Platform, were not included. As a general union in faith, 
order, and discipline, was a favourite object with many of 
the clergy as well as laity, it was probably thought desira- 
ble to extend the privilege of such union to all the church-* 
cs in the county, that were in immediate fellowship, and 
that would agree thus to unite. The Rev. Messrs. Welch 
'and Weld, in all probability, from the influence of these 
principles and views, and with an assurance of the concur- 
rent approbation and influence of many, who felt an inter* 
*st in the same benevolent object, wrote to the several 
churches in the county, (whether formerly consociated or 
not,) requesting them to meet in Consociation at Canter- 
bury. These gentlemen very prudently sent out their let* 
ters (if I am not mistaken in ray recollection) not in terms 
of official authority, as members of a Consociation, but m 
^he capacity of individuals. 

A letter was sent to the church in Brooklyn. It was in 
the care of the senior pastor ; but being overlooked or for- 
gotten at the proper time to read it publickly, it was not 
communicated to the church. 

4. Another circumstance worthy of notice, was the subse- 
quent omission of sending letters to the church in Brooklyn* 
The Consociation voted at Canterbury, that they would 
henceforward meet annually. The first annual meeting was 
at Lebanon ; the next at Thompson. The church in Brook- 
lyn, that was requested to send a messenger or delegate to 
join the meeting at Canterbury, received no notice to meet 
at Lebanon or Thompson. No letter , was . sent. Why 
this omission — why this neglect, if the church in Brooklyn 
belonged to the Consociation ? Was it not well known to 
the moderator, when he appointed these several meetings. 
that the church in Brooklyn was formerly consociated ? 
Was not. the name pf the Rev. Josiah Whitney, .a pastor of 
the church, before the publick, (in a late publication in the 
neighbourhood of the moderator,) as a member of the Con- 
sociation of Windham County, which met at Coventry in 
1761? 

If the Consociation at Lebanon or Thompson was the 
same as that at Coventry, the church in Brooklyn would 
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as certainly have Been called upon to send a mes^ 
senger or delegate, t ^s any other church in the county.. 
But the church in Brooklyn was not notified to send a 
messenger to either of these meetings. These circum- 
stances furnish a strong presumption that the present Con- 
sociation is not the same as that at Coventry in the year 
1761. If it had been the same, the church in Brooklyn? 
would have received due notification with others- But 01* 
the supposition, that the present Consociation commenced 
its existence and operations at Canterbury,, we account for 
die omission of Brooklyn in after appointments. The 
ehurch in Brooklyn, not sending a delegate agreeably to* 
the request of Messrs.. Welch and Weld, the moderator 
would easily conclude,, that they were not disposed to joia 
die Consociation, and consequently it would be of no use 
to send to them again.. If the church in Brooklyn was- 
eonsociated,. it was certainly incumbent upon the modera- 
tor, in appointing the meeting at Lebanon, and also at 
Thompson, to give due notice to this eonsociated church r 
and call upon them to send a delegate. Otherwise the 
meeting, in both cases,, must have been irregular. Surely 
the moderator cannot be chargeable with such an oversight 
or neglect. Some of these circumstances,, not the least 
Important, were offered to the Consociation at Brooklyn as 
an objection, and were considered by the pastor as aiford- 
ing presumptive evidence against their jurisdiction* 

5. I shall now bring into view proceedings of the Con- 
sociation at Thompson in October, 1815,. from which it 
will appear, that the present Consociation is not the same 
as formerly. 

"At a meeting of the Consociation of Windham 1Doun* 
ty in Thompson, October 3, IMS — 

" Voted r . That this Consociation, formed generally on 
the plan usually styled Saybrook Platform, put such a con- 
struction on the 4th article of discipline, as shall allow ev- 
ery church to send only one messenger or delegate ;; which 
delegate shall have an equal vote with an elder or pastor*, 

" In consequence of the above vote, the Rev. Eliphalet. 
Lyman, and Jonathan Morse delegate, from the first church 
in Woodstock, and the Rev* Hollis Sampson, and Abijah 
Dean delegate, from the second church in Ashford* eiu 
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htbitcd their credentials, and took their seat* as 
of the Consociation/' % 

The Consociation, at this meeting, furnish the informa- 
tion, that it was formed generally, upon Saybrook PlaU 
form ; and they agree to put such a construction upon a 
particular article of discipline as to limit every church be- 
longing to it to the representation of one messenger, and as 
to grant to each messenger an equal vote with an elder ^ 
whereas the article itself, in language too plain to be mis- 
understood, allows a church to send more than one mes- 
senger, and does not allow a messenger an equal vote with 
an elder. The Consociation, to make way for the admis- 
sion of churches into their union, that would not become 
consociated without an accommodation to their views, put 
what they call a construction upon an article of discipline^ 
directly contrary to its obvious and undisputed meaning; 
and also to make way for the construction, which the terms 
of the article could not possibly admit, they declare the 
Consociation to have been formed generally (not entirely 
and exclusively)' upon the plan usually styled Saybrook 
Platform. 

The qualifying term generally was evidently used to 
show, that this Consociation, when it was formed, though 
it adopted Saybrook Platform, as a constitution of churcH 
government, upon general principles, in preference to 
forming one essentially neu\ did not bind themselves to 
adhere to it invariably, according to its true meaning ; but 
considered themselves at liberty, in some instances at least, 
to deviate, to omit, to alter, and probably to add, as par- 
ticular circumstances and the interest of religion might 
render it necessary or expedient. 

Suppose this Consociation to be the same as that which 
was known in the county half a century before ; what was 
the necessity of giving publick information, at this late pe* 
riod, that it was formed upon Saybrook Platform ? Did 
any one ever imagine, that the Consociation of Windham 
County was formed upon any other platform ? If not, what 
was the propriety (not to say necessity) of a vote, contain- 
ing information of a fact; that was never disputed ? Con- 
tinuing the supposition, that this Consociation was the 
same as formerly., I would further inquire, by what means 
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its members, at Thompson, had ascertained, that it was 
ibrmed upon Saybrook Platform in a restricted and quali- 
fied sense ; not wholly and exclusively, but only generally? 
,To what ancient records had they access, by which they came 
to the knowledge. of the important fact, that the Consocia- 
tion of the County of Windham, in its earliest establishment, 
did not «adopt the ecclesiastical constitution of the state, 
absolutely and without reserve ? Let them bring forward 
an authentick record, < from which it will . appear, that the 
£rst Consociation in Windham county was " formed gen- 
erally upon the plan styled Saybrook Platform;" and that 
it allowed each church to send only one messenger, and 
this messenger, without exception, to have an equal vote 
with an elder ; and the present Consociation will so far be 
acknowledged the same as formerly. But until this record 
is produced, it will not be thus acknowledged ; and some, 
no doubt, will believe, that many who were in the vote 
declaring it to have been formed generally upon Saybrook 
Platform, were better acquainted with the time, place, and 
Other circumstances of its formation, from personal knowl- 
edge, than from ancient records in their possession. 

. I would further remark upon the proceedings at Thomp- 
son^ that, in consequence of the vote declaring the Conso- 
ciation to have been formed generally upon Saybrook Plat- 
form, and allowing each church to send only one. messen- 
ger, and each messenger an equal vote with an elder, the 
pastor and delegate of a particular church, that was for- 
merly cpnsociated, became; members of this Consociation. 
i It is particularly observable, that this Consociation paps* 
eda vote, containing information, that it was not formed 
entirely upon Saybrook Platform ; and also, by vote; put 
such a construction upon an article of discipline as was di- 
rectly contrary to its obvious meaning, in order to take in^ 
to their connexion a pastor and his church, who were both 
declared by a Consociation at Eastford* not three years be- 
fore, to " be in regular connexion with the consociated 
churches." The Rev. Mr. Sampson, and his church, (the 
second church in Ashford, Eastford society,) over whojn 
the Consociation at Eastford claimed jurisdiction in 1812, 
would not, it seems, join the Consociation in 18 15, until d. 
vote was passed conformable to their views, 1 and to make' 
it evident, that the Consociation at Thompson was in some 

U 
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respects upon a different plan from that, upon which ft was 
established before, when the pastor and church were con- 
sidered as belonging to it, and subject to its jurisdiction. 
This circumstance is sufficient, of itself, to determine the 
question, that the Consociation at Thompson in 1815 was 
not the same as that at Eastford in 1812 ; for none will be- 
lieve, that the Consociation at Thompson were so com- 
plaisant to the Rev. Mr. Sampson and his church, as to al- 
ter or modify their constitution of church government to 
receive them into their connexion, when, m fact* they 
were consociated already r and both the church and its pas- 
tor had long been an essential part of their community. 

6. The present Consociation is known to be established 
upon a principle, in one respect, so different from the for- 
mer Consociation of Windham County, that it could have 
no jurisdiction over a pastor of the church in Brooklyn, 
even if the pastor were consociated agreeably to the an- 
cient constitution of the churches. 

The Platform says, " that, according to the common 
practice of our churches, nothing shall be deemed an act 
or judgment of any Council, which hath not the major part 
of the elders present concurring, and such a number of the 
messengers present as makes a majority of the Council." 
Thus the Platform makes the concurrence of a major part 
of the elders of the consociated churches, of of the elders 
that are present, at the meeting of a Council, indispensably 
requisite to the validity of any decision. An act or judg- 
ment of a Council, which has not the concurrence of at 
least a majority of the elders present, is nothing. The 
pastor of a consociated church, upon trial for any offence, 
is hereby assured* that the representation of the churches 
can in no instance affect his ministerial and pastoral rela- 
tions without the consent of a majority of the consociated 
elders. 

The Council at Brooklyn, that formed the Result upon 
a charge of heresy against the junior pastor, consisted off 
fourteen elders and nineteen messengers. According to 
the Platform,, not less than eight of these fourteen elders 
must have concurred in the decision, and such a number, 
of messengers as was necessary to make a majority of the 
Council. Otherwise, the act or judgment of the Council 
would be of no mure account, than that of as many citU 



zens or freemen, assuming to themselves the jurisdiction 
of an ecclesiastical tribunal. The Platform made it nec- 
essary, that, of thirty-three elders and messengers present, ' 
(the whole number of the Council,) seventeen (which were 
a majority of the Council) should concur in the Result ; 
and that eight of the seventeen should be elders. 

But the Consociation at Brooklyn was, in fact % establish- 
ed upon a principle essentially Afferent. It appears from 
the proceedings, from a particular act of the Consocia- 
tion at Thompson, that each messenger was entitled to an 
equal vote with an elder. This principle having been set- 
tled before the meeting at Brooklyn, it was in the power 
of the messengers of that Council, of themselves, to de- 
nounce and depose the pastor for heresy, (if they were dis- 
posed to do it,) even if every elder had raised his voice a* 
gainst it. And how is it possible, that a Consociation, 
which, in a particular case, does not necessarily require 
the concurrence of an individual elder present, in order to 
a decision, should be the same as that, which, ki all cases, 
jiecessarily requires the concurrence of a majority? 
When it may be affirmed in any instance, without absur* 
dky, that the Consociation does not require the concur- 
rence of a single elder present, and, at the same time, does 
require the concurrence of, at least, a mtyority of the el- 
ders present, in reference to the same act, then, and not till 
then, can the Consociation at Brooklyn, in 1817, be con- 
sidered, on any principle, as entitled to jurisdiction, or claim, 
to be established upon the same constitution as formerly, 
when it adhered to Saybrook Platform, without restriction, 
as a rule of discipline in church government* 

7. Another proof that the Consociation at Brooklyn had 
not jurisdiction (on the supposition that the pastor and 
church were consociated agreeably to the Platform) is the 
fact, that several churches, represented in that Council, had 
never adopted the Platform as an ecclesiastical constitution. 

One church that was represented in the Consociation at 
Brooklyn, has covenanted, from its first establishment, to 
refer any difficulties that should render a Council necessa- 
ry, to a mutual, decisive Council of neighbouring church- 
es, without any reference to Consociation, or Saybrook 
Platforms* 

•The church here alluded to» beloogi to te wot puUh la KiUiaglf, tooMtiMtf 
*aUcaWttt%Wl* 
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Other churches were represented in the Council at 
Brooklyn, which had formally rejected this Platform, ancF 
were strictly congregational ;* or which were established ' 
upon a different constitution, called Cambridge Platform.^ '[ 
These churches, by their delegates, acted as : judgesUpon 
a charge of heresy against the junior pastor of a churchj' 
which never had any connexion with a -Consociation that" 
was not established solely upon Sat/brook Platform. 

What would be thought, if the chief justice of the state 
of Connecticut should send out a communication, request- * 
ing the; supreme judges of Massachusetts to sit and act in 
a judicial capacity, and give judgment in a particular 'case, * 
as members of the Supreme Court of Connecticut ; ahd J 
these judges should comply with the message, and become * 
a part of that court as assistants and associates in judg- 
ment ? Would the decision of such a court be legal T I 
Would it not be illegal, and the court be liable to impeach- 
ment and degradation? What:, then, shall we ssay, when; 
the moderator of a Consociation, the presiding officer of an ' 

ecclesiastical tribunal, calls upon churches, that do not be- - 

» * « 

* The following U an extract from the record* of a church in Canterbury, that was 
represented uul»C Consociation at Brooklyn : 

"Although it be not expressed hi the aforesaid covenant, that we actually dissented 
from Say brook regulation of church discipline, .yet we. ever nnderttood ourselves to ; 
have done it. We do therefore here solemnly 4eclare with our whole hearts, that we 
dq. anient from toe disctpiine act up and expressed in said regulation ; it appearing to ' 
v* |o be contrary to the authority of Christ m huxhurch, act up in hit word,, which . v 
we look upon complete : and none can pretend to amend or add to it, without catt- 
ing opts contempt 09 Christ and hia Holy Spirit* The aaid regulation take* the pow- * 
•r from the biethien of -the church, and alao . pule an absolute and decisive. power in - 
the Consociation, contrary to Chriat ; and alio has created an association, not created, 
or warranted -by Christ in his word. These things, this church looks upon to be an- 
ticnrlstian, uqtcriptural, and leads to a papal usurpation over the consciences of Ovist's <' 
cfaifdren." ... 

••The foregoing is a true copy of an extract from the second covenant of the strict 
cons^ega(iooalclmidiinXanlcrbufy> Examined fey me,. • > 

" CORNELIUS ADAMS, Oak •/ said Church." 

■ • < -* • * 

t The following ia an extract from the records of ' another church, In Canterbury, 
that wss represented in. the ecclesiastical tribunal at Brooklyn : 

••We promise to submit ourselves to the watch and discipline pf Christ's chnrch, 
agreeable to the. scripture*, aa a congregational chnrch, according to Cambridge Flat- * 
fonau" ...... , . . • 1 , j .••••..» 

••Toe above is a true copy of an article of agreement, entered into and signed by ' 
the bretbien o£the«hntch in Westminster society,: Canterbury, November sotb, 1770* 
from the record* of aaiAchojctv ; Attest, . . ERASTUS LEARNED. 

"Canterbury, June i6tk, till" 

* 

The Rev. Mr. Learned, the present pastor of the church in Westminster society* on 
the inch of June, 1818, s informed sne, that he knew of nothing Upon the church reo . 
ords, from which it would appear, that the chnrch hid ever adopted ft diflrrent con- 1 
etstutioo of church discipline. 
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long. to the Consociation, to sit and judge as member? of 
this body; arid these churches, that have never adopted the, 
constitution* or have formally rejected it, obey the call, and 
become members of a court, in which they have no consti- 
tutional authority to advise or to act ? Can the decision of 
such. & court be legal ? Is it not illegal? And what could save 
th6 Whole court from impeachment and degradation, but 
the favourable circumstance, that, as an ecclesiastical body, 
their authbrity is supreme, their judgment is final; it can 
never be re-examined or reversed by a higher ecclesiastical 
tribunal? ' 

In view of what has been said upon the subject of juris- 
diction, the candid will decide, whether the Council at 
Brooklyn had any plausible or possible foundation for the 
authority, which they claimed in taking cognizance of the . 
complaint against the junior pastor ; and whether this 
Council (especially the individuals who were members of 
the convention in 1800) ought not to have known, that 
their claim to jurisdiction was unconstitutional and oppres* 
swe ; an unwarrantable assumption of power. 

I shall now attend to the proceedings of the Consocia- 
tion, after they unanimously decided .that they had juris- 
diction. 

4i Feb.. 6th,," (the second day of the session,) " the 
Council ,met according to adjournment. Several mem- 
bers, having been challenged by the accused, as having » 
prejudged the case, wene examined and acquitted." 

On. die morning of the second day, after the meeting 
wjls opened, and the minutes were read, containing the de- 
termination of the Council to exercise jurisdiction, Mr. 
W. the pastor accused, again protested against their right 
to proceed. • At the same time, knowing their determina- 
tion, he requested liberty to appear before them, as cir- 
cumstances might require, and as far as they could con- . 
sistently grant his request ; that the whole, affair of difficul- 
ty^ and discipline might be properly understood by all that 
were present on the occasion. 

Immediately after the complaint was read, Mr. W. ob- 
served, that several elders, members of the Council, had 
already excluded him from their ministerial fellowship, in 
view of the opinion for which he >vas charged with heresy. 
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• * * * » 

He stated, that he considered this renunciation of miriiste* - 
rial connexion with an individual, with whom they had 
been associated as brethren, a real and weighty objection 
to their acting as judges upon the complaint. These el. 
<lers had expressly and openly refused to Mr. W*. the ordU 
nary privilege of ministerial intercourse. In their individ- 
ual capacity as Christian ministers, they had thus virtually 
♦declared the junior pastor of the church in Brooklyn, " dis- 
qualified for the office of a teacher in the Christian church," 
on account of the very sentiment^ far which the charge of 
heresy was presented against him, and for which he was 
ultimately condemned; .and yet the -Council decided that 
these elders had all the qualifications requisite to an impar- 
tial judgment in deciding upon the complaint. This was 
the method in which the pastor challenged several mem* 
bers of the Council, and this was the decision of the Con- 
sociation of Windham County* 

44 The Rev. Daniel Dow," as appears from the Result, 
4t from motives of delicacy, requested to be excused from 
acting in the case, and had liberty to withdraw.' ' 

The motives and delicacy of this gentleman must not 
be called in question. The reader will recollect the pecu- 
liar delicacy which he manifested as a Christian on a for- 
mer occasion, when he spoke of the junior pastor of the 
church in Brooklyn as a more suitable companion {in a re- 
ligious sense) for Mahometans and Infidels, than for Chris- 
tians. It was decided by the Consociation, that this gen- 
tleman, who, about nine months before, appeared as an ad- 
vocate against the pastor, and publickly reproached him as 
chargeable with infidelity for his departure from the faith, 
was a competent judge in the case before them. But the 
counsel for the complainant, suggesting the propriety of 
his retiring from the seat of judgment, as he had previous- 
ly been an advocate against the pastor before an Ecclesias- 
tical Council, he requested to be excused ; and the Con- 
sociation, in accommodation, to his feelings, consented to 
excuse him. 

" The counsel for the complainant" (continues the Re- 
sult) "proceeded, after offering evidence that the regular 
steps of discipline had been taken, to support by testimony 
the charge set forth in the complaint" 
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The Council appear to have been satisfied from the evw 
'tfence offered, that the regular steps of discipline had beem 
taken. It is a matter of some consequence, I imagine, to* 
ascertain what the regular steps are. Never did I sup- 
pose, that the steps of discipline could be completed, bo 
as to obtain a final judgment, until the accuser had laid his. 
complaint before the church to which the parties belonged,, 
and the accused had been favoured with an opportunity to* 
hear the church upon the subject of complaint exhibited 
against him. But k is extremely difficult to know, in the 
case of the junior pastor of the church in Brooklyn, wh& 
was his accuser, or who were his accusers, before the Con- 
sociation, agreeable to any regufar process of discipline. 
- The Result, in the first place, informs us, that, " on be-* 
half of the members of the church at whose request the 
Consociation was convoked^ a paper was exhibited, contain- 
ing the charge of heresy against the Rev. Luther Willson.'* 
From this it appears, that the charge of heresy was exhib- 
ited in behalf of five brethren of the church (considered as. 
individuals, or a committee) who applied for the calling of 
the Consociation. It is however certain, that these breth- 
ren had never taken any steps with the pastor upon the 
ehargecf heresy: they had taken neither the first, second,. 
nor third. The u paper exhibited" contained no intimation 
of any steps taken on their part. The individuals, or com- 
mittee, that applied to the moderator to call the Council,, 
when they appeared before the Council at the time of the 
trial, did not pretend 'it, nor did any circumstances -furnish 
evidence of the fact. 

The members of the church in whose behalf the charge 
of heresy was exhibited, had never entered upon a course 
of discipline, until they exhibited brother Barrett's charge 
before the Consociation. If that was a step of discipline* 
to take die charge of heresy out of the hands of a brother* 
and bring it before the eonsoctated churches of Windham 
county, before it had been referred to the church in Broofc- 
tyn y it must be placed to their credit, though all other and 
previous steps, on their party had been conscientiously 
omitted. 

» The Result, after declaring that " the charge of heresy 
was exhibited in behalf of the members of the church at 
whose request the Consociation was convoked," spea&s of 
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" the coihplairiaht." s " The complainant appeared, ready 
'to Substantiate his charge;" "the counsel for the coi» r 
'fkihant," &c. By the complainant, I supposp we are to 
uncfefstaricl Mr. B. who took the first and second steps, ac- 
cording to the 1 8th of Matthew, and , thus finished hit 
'course of discipline ; for it floes not appear that he ever ap- 
plied to the church, or to the Cpnsociation, to ta^e cpgni? 
Vance of his complaint, .though he had evidently, intended 
1t. It appears that he lent or transferred his charge of 
heresy, and the complaint he had prepared to lay before the 
church, with the 'explanations attending them, to his breth- 
ren in whose behalf the charge was exhibited, to be dis- 
posed of or used by them, as they, in their wisdom, should 
think be^t. t , . v % . u , , 

Mr. B. it seems, prepared a complaint, ad^r^s^d tp tfop 
phurch in Brooklyn, (not to tHe Consociation of Windhanfr 
County,) but never laid it before them. The ; pastpr w^ 
always ready to answer to the complaint at a^ regular 
hieeting of the qhlurch, and never objected _tg ; the appoint* 
inent of a church meeting to take into consici^ratipD the 
charge against him. % But Mr. B. ap^/his orthpdqx^ b^th* 
reri, after the disappointnient occasioned by th^disQoyeiy 
of their secret combination at the irregular 1 meeting.. of 
t)'ea. Scarborough, did not wi*ih a meeting of th§. church 
to lay the complaint before them.. Vyheth^ therefore, 
JMr. «B. as ah individual, or the committee that applied .to 
the Consociation, or all of them, jointly and severally, sin^ 
to be considered as supporting the charge of heresy before 
the Council, it is an important fact % that no complaint was 
ever presented to the. church in Brooklyn against the pas* 
tor ; and consequently the third step (far th^ most import 
iaht of all) in the process of discipline, was never takpa.by 
Jmy member or members of the church. This fact wm 
Particularly stated, and was perfectly known to the Conso- 
ciation, when sitting in judgment upon the complaint. .. 

The knowledge of this important circumstance appear- 
ed, for a short time, to embarrass their proceeding. But^ 
fortunately for the Consociation,' (who had probably deter^ 
mined to surmount every obstacle that stood in the way of 
the pastor's dismission,) by a singular pow^r of invention, 
they hit upon an expedient that removed the difficulty at 
^199. They quickly discovered, that die Consociation of 
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ffittfk&rii County Was the church in feroo1ctyn % to which 
the Complaint of Mr. B. was addressed ; that the govern- 
ment of the church, as it respected the pastor, was wholly 
in the Consociation, or Council of the churches, then as- 
sembled ; and therefore the third step in the process ojf 
discipline was then taken, if it never had been before ; and 
thus the way was clear to dispose of the pastor, as their 
wisdom and prudence might direct. I have no doubt, 
that this was an entire departure from the ancient constitu* 
tion, and from the usage of the churches, and a much 
greater novelty jn the history of the churph than the new 
doctrine that had been preached in Brooklyn. But it was 
& happy expedient to meet the occasion ; and I am satis* 
fled, that nothing but the inventive genius of a Conxocia* 
Hon could have discovered it. 

The Consociation decided, that an individual of the 
chiifch in Brooklyn was competent to take the first andt 
second steps ; to accuse and admonish its pastor for here-. 
sy, and to forward a complaint against him ; while the 
church, as a body, was not competent to take cognizance 
of the complaint ; to judge, or to admonish. The Conso- 
ciation, thus absolutely assuming to themselves, without 
the request or consent of the church, its authority and 
government, proceeded to an examination of the case. 

It was readily admitted by the accused, and the fact was 
established by evidence, that he denied the supreme divin- 
ity of Jesus Christ, and consequently rejected what is 
dommonly called the doctrine of the Trinity, the doctrine 
of three equal persons in one God. 

He also considered it an act of justice to himself, re- 
spectful to the Council, and adapted to remove false im- 

{ Sessions that had been made upon the publick, briefly to 
ay open his views upon the subject in question, to state 
his reasons for his change of opinion, and particularly to 
make it appear to the Council, and to all that were present, 
that the charge of heresy could not,by any authority, be 
supported against hinu . Thus he thought it proper, from 
4 regard to his character and standing as a Christian min- 
ister, and by the permission and indulgence of the Coun- 
cil, publickly to offer an apology for opinions, which had 
often been represented as in the highest degree dangerous-; 
and with a view to correct the misapprehensions that pre* 

12 
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vailed respecting them. He indulged the hope, that his 
apology would be satisfactory ; that, at least, it would so 
far prevail, as to prevent an immediate and final decision 
Against the pastor ; a decision, from which he apprehended 
the most serious and lasting divisions in the Christian so- 
ciety with which he was connected. 

"The Consociation, "* after attending to the evidence of 
fects, the apology of the accused, and the reasoning of the 
counsel for the complainant, "agreed in the following Re- 
sult : 

" First. That the charge agamst the Rev. Luther Will- 
son, of denying the proper deity of our Lord and Saviour 
Jesus Christ; and consequently the mode of the divine 
subsistence revealed in the gospel,, is supported. 

" Secondly* That the denial of this doctrine is a depart- 
ure from the faith once delivered to the saints. 

" ThiMly. That this denial by the Rev. Luther Willsoa 
disqualifies him for the office of a teacher in the Christian? 
church ; inasmuch as it is a rejection of an essential part 
of the counsel of God* a denial of the record God has giv- 
en of his Son. • 

u Accordingly, his pastoral' office in the churches in our 
fellowship and connexion is now declared to be ended." 

This Result is so remarkable in several respects, that it 
ought to be preserved to future generations, as a memorial 
of the character of the Consociation of Windham County. 

The Consociation* rather than to fail of the object for 
which they were called, when they found that the third step 
of discipline had not been taken, assumed to be the church 
in Brooklyn. It was expected, from this assumption, that 
something decisive would be done* The pastor accused 
was eked toanswer to " the crime of heresy ;" and it was sup- 
posed^ that he would either be condemned for heresy, and 
accordingly admonished,, or be honourably acquitted. But, 
it seems, he was neither condemned nor admonished for her- 
esy, nor acquitted ; but he had inflicted upon him all the pun- 
ishment of the crime that was alleged agamst hiiiu 

The Consociation, after a full examination of the case* 
did not presume, in making out their Result, to declare 
the pastor guilty of heresy ; and yet they rejected him. 
They deprived him (as far as it was in their power to do 
it) of every privilege* that belongs to a Christian minister*. 



91 

- If lie were not guilty of heresy, what authority had they 
*0 reject him ? If he were, why did they not say it, and 
give the reasons of their judgment, derived from the scrip- 
tures ? " To tlKf law and to the testimony .; if they speak 
not according to this wordy it is because there is no light 
in them." I£ the . Consociation meant to adhere to <he 
rule of discipline pointed out in the 18th of Matthew, as 
they professed, why did they not regard it in their decision ? 
Allowing them to be the church, as they claimed, why did ' 
they not give the pastor an opportunity to hear the church 
upon the subject of bis offence., according to the Christian 
rule,* before they proceeded to jinal judgment in declaring 
liim disqualified for the ministerial and pastoral office? 
Why did they violate a plain and sacred rule, in rejecting 
Km from their fellowship, before they had endeavoured to 
^convince him of his errour, and to persuade him to repent- 
ance ? Did the necessity of the case require such precipi- 
tancy, as to induce them to neglect flie means, which God 
had put into their hands for the conviction and reformation 
of a brother ? Or did the members of this venerable Coun- 
cil, in the fulness and benevolence of their Jiearts, consider 
his future usefulness and happiness of so little importance, 
as tp T>e unworthy of an effort for Jbis salvation.? 

I will here notice the direction of St. Paul to Titus.: 
u A man that is an heretick, after the first and second ad- 
monition, reject." This precept is plain, and is as impor-. 
tant to be regarded as a mysterious article of faith* If the 
pastor were not a heretick, (as I have before observed,) 
why "did they reject him? if he were, why .did they not. 
declare it, and obey the direction of an apostle, in using 
the means appointed for his conviction ? Why did they 
not administer the repeated and salutary reproof, before 
they excluded hip from their fellowship ?f Were they, in 

♦Says our Saviour, •« If be neglect to heir the church, let him be unto thee as an 
heathen man and a publican:" Tjfit plainly supposes, that the church ia to be heard; 
and that the individual ia not to be deprived of hia standing in the Chriatian comma- 
nity, until he his neglected ox refused to hear the church t whose duty it ii to labour 
with him to effect a reformation in hit opiniona or conduct, according to 'his fault* 
But the Consociation were not heard, until the pastor was rejected and dismissed. 
They mutt either have considered themselves incompetent to admonish, or have been 
apprehensive that their admonitions would be effectual, or, what is more probable* 
they were in too much haste to attend to it. Such was their haste and seal to accom* 
pliah the business for which they came, (the dismission of the pastor,) that the moat 
obvious and important sales of Christian discipline were comparatively of no account* 

+ Is it not, beyond a question, the doty of a ehurch % or of those who- are entrusted 
Willi its govaament, "to admonish an offending member, ia older to conviction,* 
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this respect, unacquainted with their Christian obligation*? 
Or did these infallible interpreters of the mysteries of Go4 
esteem it a light thing to disregard his precepts? Are 
these the pure, the disinterested, the merciful ? Or has it 
become a maxim among Christians, that a good end sana- 
tions the 2/^ of unlawful means f 

I will not omit to notice an objection to the tenour of 
the above remarks, which, I am persuaded, would nevejp 
have occurred to me, had it not been suggested by indi* 
viduajs since the Result of the Consociation. The Chris- 
tian precept is, " A man that is an heretick, after the first 
and second admonition* reject." This precept the Conso- 
ciation entirely disregarded y for when they assumed the 
government of the church, they administered #a admoni~, 
tion before the sentence of rejection was pronounced. But 
it has been said, that the first and second admonition was 
administered to the accused by his brother Barrett, ii\ tak- 
ing the first and second steps ; and, consequently, that th£ 
consociation f possessing the authority of the churchy 
might with propriety reject him without any, admonition. 
This objection snows to what extent the ingenuity of men 
will carry them in support of a bad cause, or to save them- 
selves from merited reproach. The Consociation mani- 
festly decided, by taking upon themselves the government 
of the church in Brooklyn, that the church, as a bodyi 
were not competent to judge upon the charge of heresy 
against their pastor. And will it be said, that an individual 
Qk the church was competent to admonish a pastor for a 
** crime,", of which the who]* church were npt jqojnpetept- 
to judge ? Or will it be said, that the pastor could t>$ ad* 
inonished for a if crime," of which it was not yet 4?ter* 
mined, by any competent judgment, that he was guilty? 
Who, by any legal authority, can admonish an individual 
for an offence, of which he is not competent to judge ; and 
before thek guilt or innocenpe of the accuse^, fyafc bpsji <fe- 
cided by a proper tribunal ? 



More he can b« deprived of hit Christian •* pastoral standing ?• If «thia view of efctmeb 
discipline be j<ut, <( which l cannot fjataalt will- be disputed,) k wee eertafaly~ incum* 
bent upon the Consociation, allowing them to be the € hutch, or entrusted with Ha gov- 
«as*cat» aa they elained, to haw* admbniebed the paelor, before nhey removed biw 
fromthcir fellowship in the patter*] office. It was a afrtxAtry pert of dttejpltsw (and; 
empjaoielly if they, viewed bis errovr to be fundamental) to labour for bia> conviction, 
Wiethe, hope that he ought renoonee hia errottf} toat etUtbeoflefti to th^pcooJeot 
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' The Consociation, in their proceedings thus for* (in de- 
during the pastor disqualified for the lpipistry, and in ret 
jecting him from their fellowship in the pastoral office,),. 
novel a#d extraordinary as they were, hau not yet com* 
pleted the climax of irregularity and oppression. To fin- 
ish the work, which they had determined to accomplish, 
and that the character of their proceedings might be uni- 
formly, irregular throughout, they completed the exercise 
of their assumed power over the pastor, by declaring, that 
" hi$ pastoral relation to the church in Brooklyn, in par- 
ticular, ought to be, and is hereby dissolved" The Con* 
sociation, having assumed the government of the church, 
in Brooklyn without their request or consent, concluded, 
that it was with them to determine, whom the church, 
should have, or, rather, whom they should not have, for 
their pastor, Saybrook Platform says expressly, " that each 
particular church bath right to choose their own officers." 
But the Consociation say, no; the church in Brooklyn 
have not a right to choose their own officers* Although * 
this particular church had chosen the Bev* Luther Willson 
as, their pasjtor f and had in no instance manifested a wish. 
for his, dismission, nor had any agency in calling the Con* 
sociatiorv to advise or to judge, yet we (say the Consocia- 
tion) vie determine that this man shall not be their pastor ; 
" his pastoral relation to the church in Brooklyn ought to, 
t?e, and is hereby dissolved*"* 

" In this deoisjon," says the Result, " the Consociation, 
assume no right, and take no liberty, other than is common, 
to all men acting in the same relation and circumstances ^ 
t^e right of exercising their own judgment, and the liberty 

of obQyin$ God." 

This sentence is constructed with admirable caution* 
It is. in all respects worthy of the wisdom, of the venerable 
Counpil thafc comppsed it. Any body of men, at this age; 
of the churchy in the exercise or the most arbitrary power % 
jpay use this language with qonsiderable safety ; for. pre- 
cedents ace numerous, in the history of the chufcb, of the, 
qiithoritft qf Councils against the right of private judg~ 
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take from • church their pastor without their consent. It 9ugbtst*o to he contidtffad* 
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itient, and in support of the pretensions of practical infaflx* 
isility in matters of faith. Even the Roman Pontiff, issu- 
ing his decree, as u vicar of Jesus Christ, and in the name 
of the Holy Trinity," would not, I am persuaded, hesitate 
to say, in support of has supremacy in the Catholick church, 
that he "assumes no right, and takes no liberty, other than 
is common to aU men, acting in the same relation and cir- 
-ciimstances ; the right of exercising his own judgment, 
imd the liberty of obeying God." 

" I shall make no further remarks upon the Result, as it 
respects the heresy of the pastor, than just to observe, that 
the Consociation appear to have been sincere ; for they de- 
clared themselves <L supported by the consciousness, that a 
supreme regard to their divine Lord and Master, and a sin- 
-cere desire to fulfil their covenant engagerrfents to the 
-church, had guided and governed them in their course." 
They also, after they had excluded the pastor from every 
privilege as a Christian minister, u tenderly admonished 
him to return to the Christian faith." 

How far the individuals who composed this Council, 
and who concurred in the decision, acted from the influ- 
ence of pious and Christian motives, in their impatient zeal 
to preserve the purity of the orthodox faith, and in pro- 
nouncing sentence thus irregularly against a pastor for 
what they considered an essential errour, it is not my 
province to judge, or to express an opinion. u There is 
•Bite lawgiver, who is able to save and to destroy." The 
time is not far distant, when the pastor that was condemn- 
ed, and they that condemned him, as unworthy of the min- 
istry, will appear before the judgment-seat of Christ, wheife 
<every righteous decision on earth will be approved and con- 
firmed, and every unjust judgment be condemned and re- 
versed. At the day of final retribution, the light of anoth- 
er world will exhibit every individual in his true charac- 
ter. " Every work will be brought into judgment, with 
every secret thing, whether it be good, or whether it be 
evil." " The time is at hand." " In that day, God shall 
judge the secrets of men by Jesus Christ." " He that is' 
unjust, will be unjust still ; and he that is righteous, will 
be righteous still." 

J now come to the conclusion of the Result, which has 
respect to a communication made to the Council convened, 



96 

Containing a request, that they would direct to the choice 
of a Mutual Council to hear and determine the case of 
Mr. Willson, and to dissolve his pastoral relation. 

u To the venerable Ecclesiastical Council now convened at 
Brooklyn, to hear and determine on a charge of heresy 
against the Rev. Luther Wittson. 

" We the subscribers, parties concerned, viewing it 
more desirable for the interest of religion,, and for the 
peace of the society in this town, that the case now under 
consideration should be settled by a Mutual Council, do 
request the Council now convened, to direct to the choice 
of such Council to hear and determine the case of Mr* 
Willson, The business of the Mutual Council shall be 
to dismiss Mr. Willson, and set him on such ground, as 
to ministerial character, as they may judge proper. The 
Council to be chosen shall be of such a character, and. 
chosen on such principles, as shall be approved by the 
Gountil now convened, 

" for Luther Willson* 

J. NELSON, 

JOSEPH SCARBOROUGH, 
in behalf of the aggrieved Brethren* 

JOHN PARISH, 
SHUBAEL BROWN, 
NATHAN WITTER, Jr. 

for the Society" . 

u After consultation on this subject, the question, Will 
you accede to the above proposal ? was put, and passed ii* 
the affirmative. 

. " Mr. Willson, on his part, having, in the apprehension 
of the Consociation, receded from the conciliatory terms 
in the above agreement, it was voted that the minutes be 
closed and published." 

From this it seems, that the Consociation and Mr. Will- 
son had made an agreement* the terms of which, on the 
part of the Consociation, were liberal and conciliatory; 
and that, notwithstanding the pacifick disposition of this 
venerable body, Mr, Willson had neither honour nor integ* 
rity sufficient to abide by the agreement which he. had 
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temfe* t shall httfe fast t>bscrve, before I tef&fe the cir- 
fcfctostAnees of the affair, that the Consociation in this in- 
stance, a^ift all their proceedings, fell into a great mistake. 
Mr* W. never made any agreement with the Consociation* 
to which he did not scrupulously adhere. 

t shall now state the principal circumstances, as far ^s I 
know them and have been informed, relative to an attempt 
for a MuMtal Council ; and fblative to the closing part of 
the Result, in Which Mr* W. is represented as " having re- 
ceded from the concttt&toty terms of agreement." 
• The session dtf the Consociation at Brooklyn wa$ con- 
thttoed the most of three days. The first day was entity 
eccupted tipofc the subject of jurisdiction. The Conso- 
ciation deckfed in the evening, that they had jurisdictibh 
in ttys ease* The second day was employed, from early in 
the morning until late in the evening, in the examination 
6f the <rase $ In hearing the statement and apolog? of the 
freeuged* and the argument of the counsel in support of the 
complaint. On the morning of the second day, before the 
trial commenced, the counsel for the complainant, the 
Hon. Mr. Perkins, of Ashfctd* and the counsel for the ac- 
cused, the Rev. Mr% Fisfce, of New-Braintree, (Mass.) 
used their influence and eneftionft in recommending a 
Mutual Council to hear, and determine the case under con- 
sideration, and to dismiss Mf, Willson from his pastoral 
office. These gentlemen, from & regard to the peace of 
the society in Brooklyn, Urged before the Consociation 
the reasonableness end expediency of the measure. The 
Consociation decided, afed repeated their deoisiofi tfhh 
emphasis* that they were imperumly bound to attend to 
the complaint. These gentlemen still continued to em- 
ploy their influence; with the parties fa effect an agreement 
for a Council, until all hope of ks accomplishment was 
given up. Late in the evenwfft the trial was finished. 

The next' morning, one of the society's committee calU 
ed at the house pf Mr. Willson, and expressed a desire, 
from a regard to the tiitaation of the society, that art agree- 
ment upon a Mutual Council might be effected. Mr. W. 
observed, that he had always be£n ready to agree ufcon a 
Mutual Council ; that a serious, but unsuccessful attempt 
had been made for that purpose by the courisel of both 
parses the day before ; that enough had been done ; that 



for his part, he those thai the Consociation should finish 
the business in their oWn way ; that they should acquit^ of 
condemn, as they pleased. The gentleman of the Com* 
jtrittee replied, that he had been Conversing with the ag- 
grieved brethren, and that they appeared sincerely and ear- 
nestly disposed to agree upon a Mutual Council. Mr. W* 
answered^ that if they were desirbus of such an agreement! 
they certainly could have no objection to coming forward 
With a proposition ; that he was ttady to receive, and to 
fake into consideration** any proposals that they were dis- 
posed 'to make ; that he was entirely averse to offering axif 
tferms on Ms port, until he had received proposals frofft 
them. As they were conversing upon the subject, anoth- 
er of the society's committee came in, and Soon after, orife 
of die Aggrieved brethren, and also one of their Counsel ; 
all expressing their desire that an agreement for a Mutual 
Council might take place, with the hope* that if the parties 
should agree, the Consociation would approve of the meas- 
ure* 

In these circumstances, Mr. Wtllson indulged the hope, 
that an agreement upon such & Council to determine the 
case, and to dissolve his pastoral relation might possibly 
be the means of restoring peace to th6 church, and of pre- 
venting unhappy divisions in the society. Accordingly he 
authorized his counsel, Mr* Fiske, and his friend, Mr. Nel- 
son, to join the parties concerned, and to agree upon such 
measures as they thought prudent and safe for Aim, and as 
would also be adapted to promote the interest of religiott, 
and particularly the peace and happiness of the society in 
Brooklyn. 

Mr. Fiske and Mr. Nelson immediately left the house 
of Mr. W. and joined the committee and the aggrieved 
brethren in concerting measures for the settlement of the 
whole affair by a Mutual Council. With the general be- 
lief that the Consociation, at this stage of the business, 
would not be tenacious of exercising the power which they 
claimed as an ecclesiastical tribunal, the parties forwarded 
a respectful proposal, containing a request, that the Conso- 
ciation would direct to the choice of a Mutual Council to 
<lismiss Mr. Willsoa ; " the Council to be of such a char- 
acter, and chosen on such principles, as the Consociation 
should approve." * This proposal, when handed to the 

13 
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Consociation by Mr. Nelson, was accompanied particular^ 
/# with a list of names, exhibiting a specimen, or explana* 
tion* as to the character of the Council, to which Mr r 
Willson would agree ; that the Consociation might decid^ 
ilt once, whether they would accept the proposal or not. 
The Consociation did not, however, decide in the presence 
of the parties, that they would accept* or reject it. And 
although they ultimately concluded to accept it, (as is de- 
clared in the Result,) yet dieir decision. in tnis respect was 
never made known to the parties,, until the Result wa? 
^published. It was generally believed* that. the character of 
the Council (as appeared from the list of names) would bf 
acceptable, as they were all Trinitarians,, and most or all of 
them what is commonly calkd Calvinistick. The namef 
that were presented by Mr.. Nelson as a specimen,, were a$. 
follow* all belonging to Massachusetts i . 

Rev. Dr. CRANE, »f Nortthbridg<t y 
: Mr. STONE, Brookfield, 

Mr. SNELL, North-Brookfield, . > 

~ . Dr. PUFFER, Berkn, 

Dr, PARSONS, AmhrrsK 

jfcfcv ROCKWOOD T Westhomigk, « 

Mr. BATES, Dedham, . 

Mr. FISKE, Wrentham, . 
.-.-.*.. Dr. HOLMES, Cambridge, 

Mr. TOML1NSON, Oak/uwi. 

* To a Council of this general character, Mr. Willson was» 
ready to agree; and Mr. Nelson, who acted for him in 
-signing the proposal,- has repeatedly and expressly declared, 
that he never gave to the Consociation any intimation,, that 
"Mr. Willson would agree to a Council which should be. of 
a character more favourable to their views. 
-• Tfte Consociation therefore, when they received this 
proposal, received it with the explanation tftat accompa- 
nied it ; and consequently, if they acceded to it, had no 
dahn upon Mr. Willson for a Council more orthodox, 
than wrts represented by the list of names offered as a spec- 
imen. I shall here insert the declaration of the Rev* Mr. 
Fwkej Mr. W.'s counsel, relative to the same point. This 
declaration is from Mr. Fiske's own hand, communicated,, 
to Mr* W. at his request, and with an expectation that ft 



would lie made publick. «*With respect to fhcpferasein* 
the proposal presented to the Consociation, that *the 
Council to be chosen shall be of such a character, and 
chosen on such principled, as shall be approved by the 
Council now convened,' it was understood to imply, and 
was so explained before each party, that the said Council 
should consist of men holding to the doctrine of the Trin- 
ity, and that it should be chosen in a fair and liberal man- 
ner, the Consociation being judges of this." 

• Some members, of the Consociation have said, that Mr. 
Fiske, in settling the manner of choosing the Council, en* 
couraged them to believe, that a " buhch of names," *' a 
plenty of Trinitarian names, would be presented,"* otttof 
which the Consociation might select thfe number -of which 
the Council was to consist. . I think it proper here to re* 
en ark, that while these members declare that Mr. Fiske 
.gave the fullest encouragement, that a " bunch of names 
-should be presented, * out of which the Council might be 
selected," still they expressly admit, (I have it in writing 
from their own hand*) that he told them " he had not the 
assent of Mr* WiUson to act upon." Allowing, therefore, 
the statement of these members to be correct, how could 
Mr. W. be bound to the Consociation to execute the rpro- 
posal in a particular manner, when the Consociation were 
expressly informed by his counsel, that he had not assent- 
ed to this method of carrying the proposal into effect? H 
think it obvious, that in such a case, the agreement, as ia 
the method of choosing the Council, could not be com- 
pleted, until Mr. W. had assented; and to this method, 
he certainly never did assent, either in person, or by proxy. 
Whatever was the conversation iipon the method o£ 
choosing the Council, I have frequently been informed 
that the conclusion was, that the parties should retire, and 
that the Consociation would deliberate upon the case, as to. 
accepting the proposal. The parties accordingly retired 
to a particular apartment of the house in which the Conso- 
ciation were sitting. A£ter a short time, two gentlemen 
of the. Consociation, appearing as a committee, stated to 
die parties, that they were not authorized to say that the, 

?«Th* phrase, "bunco of Dames," end " plertry of Trinitarian names," is trie Ian* 
,goage of gentlemen that .were members of the Consociation, used in a letter to Mr. W- 
Jhe He? i Mr.' Hike, Mt. W.'i counsel, will not, I presume, acknowledge it to bc'hnv 
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proposal woijld be accepted ; but they requested die ps& 
ties to send in names. Mr. Wittson, who had not as yet 
beep present at any part of the conversation, or been a£» 
quainted with the process of the business thus far, was 
aow called from his own house, to join the aggrieved 
brethren, and the committee of the society, ia agreeing 
upon the names of a Council to lay before the GonsocMU 
tion. Mr, Wiljson, De^- Scarborough, the agent of the 
aggrieved brethren, ?nd the committee of the society, span 
met, and agreed upon 3 Mutual Council. The number of 
pastors of which the Council was to consist was nine. They 
were the following; six in Massachusetts, and tteee m 
Connecticut : 

Rev* Dr. CRANE, of Mrthbndge, 
Mr. SNELL, North^Brookhld, 
Mr. STONE, Brookfieid, 
Mr. ELY, Mcmson, 
Dr. HOLMES, Cambridge, 
Mr. FJSKE, Wrentham, 
Mt.NOTT, Frankhn^ 
Mr. Mc E WEN, New-London, 
Mr. NELSON, UAwu 

' The npmes were handed to the Consociation by Mr. 
WilTson, all parties being present, and expressly declaring 
their concurrence. The parties then retired ; Mr. WillsQn 
to his own house, with no othpr expectation, than that the 
Consociation would approve and confirm the choice, or 
reject the proposition, $nd finish the business, as if nQ prq- 
posal had been made. After a few minutes ? one of the 

Society's committee handed to Mr. Willson, as he tyas at 
[inner, a small piece of paper, containing the following 
words: M Three more names.* 1 Neither the paper, nor' 
the gentleman who handed it, cpuld give any explanation 
of its meaning. It was not inquired, who sent it ; nor 
was it mentioned. Mr. W. conjectured, that it came 
from Pea. Scarborough, one of the parties in the choice of 
the Council. But as the paper was not directed to bitty 
arid wap hot signpd by &ny one, and he d}d not know (nof 
could Mr. Fiske and Mr. Nelson, who were present, in- 
form him) that h& was under any obligation to furnish 
more names, he sent the paper back to the perspjj, or p!ac^ 
from whence it came, with this answer : that he was satis* 
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ii«§ with the napes up** which the parties had agreed* 
and that he had' no more to ofbr. 

It was aot tang before k was intimated to Mr. W. that 
the CoRMCJatba considered his sending bacfc the paper ae 
he <bd, an im&lt. Unable to conjecture .what could be the 
import of those indications, he immediately requested Mr. 
Nfiteoa, who signed the. proposal ia his behalf* and waa 
acquainted with the general process of the business, to go 
to the CposociatkttJt and, if what had been intimated wet» 
true* to ascertain the offence, in order thai the circauan 
ataqoee might be ejfcpiakacd, and properly understood* 
Mr. Ndbon accQtrirogly went ; and as sooi> as he had 
opened the door where this' venerable body were ia session, 
and before he had time to introduce the subject of his mes- 
sage, he was dgmfietmtly Wormed* that they could not bo 
interrupted** Meetiog witjh this repulse* pnd averse to 
3*y thing that should appear like intrusion, he immediate- 
ly retkedt without accomplishing* the business for which 
he went 

After Mr, Nelson's return, Mr. Willson, and Mr. Par- 
iah, one of the society's coaunitiee, made an attempt to 
gain admittance to the presence of the Consociation with 
the hope of rectifying the mistake, or misunderstanding* 
that had unfortunately .occurred. With difficulty they en*, 
tered the room. The members of the Consociation* haw. 
ing finished their business, were ail standing, and appeared 
to he preparing to move to the meeting-house* As soon 
as Mr. W. and Mr. P. had entered the door, tjiere seemed 
to he ft particular commaticm, and, as far as the counte- 
nances of mon arp an index of their jfeelings, an evident 
arersiog wiAb many* and particularly the moderator, ta 
hear ov to notice any thing that they were about to say. 
Mr. W. obaetwqd, that an intimation hfd been given that 
the Consociation cpnsideced his sending back the paper aa 
he. did, highly disrespectful ; that he was very sorry such 
ap iippressioik ahoul^ be received ; that no disrespect wft» 
ipfteafad ; that he did not piow that the paper <?ame fronx 
them. Mr* Parish also stated, that he understood there 
was a mistake about names, and that they wished ta have 

♦ a£r. Xelaod has exprmly and jepeattdly declared, and {• ready to, eerily {t milk. 
ftfce aofenaoity of an oath, Aat fi* ap (Seaance of this body, at' the time tyt mured the 

toof*, waa ffftmty je^tm ; that theV puiufatejl a tyrac of Aff&ewp* tod irrita- 
tion not to have been expected in a deliberative assembly. 



it corrected ; but sqch was the commotion, that it was dif- 
ficult for Mr. W. and Mr. P. to be heard. When they 
entered the room, the face of the moderator was directly 
towards them ; but he immediately turned, and apparently 
directed his attention to other objects, as if he were deter* 
mined not to hear. In their solidtude to address the mod- 
erator, the Rev. Mr. Underwood, a member of the. Coun- 
cil, who appeared equally solicitous that they might have 
opportunity to be heard, called to the moderator, two or 
three times, to arrest his attention. At length, the Rev. 
moderator turned to Mr. Willson and Mr. Parish, and, in 
a manner highly expressive of his. dignity, as presiding .of- 
ficer of this respectable body, put *an end to all farther 
communications, by declaring, that "the minutes of the 
Consociation were closed, and there was no farther hearing 
upon the subject.'* At this peremptory repiy, Mr. W. 
and Mr. P. were disposed *o retire as soon as possible, 
and immediately withdrew. Thus ended the attempt to 
come to an explanation of the circumstance that so high- 
ly offended this honourable Council. 

In this decision of the moderator, his manner was, so 
striking and impressive, as not easily to be forgotten. His 
posture was erect ; his countenance was highly animated; 
and there was much of the sublime in the tone and modu- 
lation of his voice. 

. I shall now offer what I suppose to be the true reason: 
whv the Consociation were soidectded and absolute in re- 
fusing an explanation. 

An individual, at that time a member of the Consocia- 
tion, has since stated, that soon after the paper was return- 
ed without more names, (the circumstance which gave so 
great offence,) the aggrieved brethren, one of the parties 
that had agreed upon a Mutual Council, went into the 
room. where the Consociation were together, and desired' 
them not to consent to the Council proposed. Here the 
secret is brought to light. The aggrieved brethren, by 
their agent, had signed the proposal for a Mutual Council, 
and had expressly agreed before the Consociation tp the 
names that were presented by Mr. Willson. But as soon 
as the other parties were absent, and, they found that Mf. 
W. had given offence by not sending more names, they 
privately requested the Consociation not to consent to* the 
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Council, upon which they had explicitly and publickly a* 
greed: And this request (without the knowledge or coru 
sent of the other parties) has been declared by a member 
of the Consociation, to be the reason why they did not 
wait for an explanation of the misunderstanding about 
names. 

The Consociation thought it proper, in their Result, 

Sublickly to attribute the failure of a Mutual Council to 
Ir. Willson, by charging him with receding from a con- 
ciliatory agreement ; while they conceal the fact, that the 
true reason, of this failure was owing to the private request 
of the aggrieved brethren. Thus the Consociation had so 
much respect to the private views and wishes of these 
brethren, as to countenance a direct violation of their ea> 
pUcit and publick agreement, and as charitably to caver' 
their dishonesty and deceit.* 

From these facts, in what light does the character of the 
Consociation, appear, professing themselves to have acted 
from an impressive sense of responsibility to their Lord, 
and to have been governed by the influence and spirit of 
his religion ? 

This venerable CowicilyWith all the pretensions of Chris- 
tian candour and impartiality, and with the imposing so- 
lemnity of a serious and deliberate Result, appear, in this 
instance, to have acted with a particular design to excite 
suspicion against the morality of the ipan, whom they had 
rejected from their fellowship. It was evidently their ob- 
ject, in declaring their opinion that Mr. Willson had re- 
ceded from the terms of a conciliatory agreement,, to fix 
an impression upon the society in Brooklyn and upon the 
publick, that the aggrieved brethren,, the committee of the 
society, and the Consociation, were all (for the sake of 
peace) in favour of a Mutual Council ;. but that Mr. Will- 
son was so far deficient in moral rectitude and conciliatory 
principles,, as to recede from the agreement which he baa 
made. Such management, in any other assembly than a 

* It appears that the aggrieved brethren, at a party in the trial, end jo the affair of a 
Ifutftai GeiMoil, were highly favoured They were admitted to the secret counsel • of 
the Consociation ; and their private request, though in direct violation of their publicjk 
agreement, was a sufficient authority for the Consociation to act upon. What a tym> 
tiMthy end friendship between thie orthodox and venerable tribunal, and thoae good 
.ferethreo, who invited them to come to Brooklyn and pronounce aentcuqe npon $eja 
Heretical pastor! 
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CJdteoViatfoin wM net fee ent!tl&i to a m<tf« JfcnotfWfeU 
rialAe" «bafl pttttlved etUttston-. 

Attd aft «ie*c life ttidh to whorfi are cbftwfttttfcl the jktl 
#V#* kinyfietn i tot reeeM* otto e*ctad* whom «*# iH **ft 
*Ugtt ^^fogutiVtfS stall dftMtf ?• Unt*K peculiar ptivHege 
of Christians who are sound in ,the faith, to be deficient hi 
^Kl woYksj **1 ttipmttie dsmulMRm, Because df their 
ffretettsforis and pffc-ierithieliee in the knowledge of ihyst©. 
*k&? What Says mr fetfieirf ? " Not eVery otic that Mt#A 
Wtitd fte* Lbrdj LfeMi} Shall enfceHrito tbfe kfegdom of heav- 
fcrty bm He that <fot## &e wiR of ihy Father 1 wfiich is in 
fiedv£ht" 

I shall «bW {iolflt btft the iiiircaioTlaWMeis atfd JWy of 
the CisnfedfcUltiohi W Being eflehtftJd it Mr. W.'s sttidirig 
bacfe the ffe^eV wfthdm tfiore naWie's; 

1. The nine gentlemen, agree*! tipon" By all barties to 
^hlpoT* the Cb8fic8,- were So rdifrpMefy anWeratffe to the 
Character of the list of hahies ofleifed b* Mr; Nt-isdft as a 
«jj>ecirn'etti that tfheft the Cbnidcn&bri wf6?e tipon 1 the pa- 
pier-, "Ahm riidrfe naifteSi" tfiey ffitt fioi nifiWate an 6bjec 
tion to the principles or character of an individual 61 the 
Council WfftfJtt wfiKR fife partes haft agreed-. A catt, tttere- 
fate, for Awte-haifies was disfihgefinotis and- unreasonable, 
%ft!c!ss «K?y efcuffi «&r soine objeefftrf <o flfe character of 
the f*r96n% whose naMea ndd been presented ; or fad stat- 
«l that tlffi elHfraaft* of 'seferlt wfi&' were 1 ni the" list w*s tift- 

#«riw* to them: 

- 2i lh& pape* hattdett 8> KB*. W. ha8 'nb forth, fey whfeh 
It could beeeiwdei^d ase^?bhih£a xMmxst demand upoA 
Kiiafot tity tMh£. It was nc* bSr&tecHo hhn ; norjiadit 
toy signature, fey which he eotiH know from whence ft 
«aihe. If the GtthSbeMtitw had ahy coWrmiihTcadott to 
mate fti writing, Requesting itfdre natnfeSi It ought to hacvh 
beeit «h#le ta» the JS«H«»* foiftHy ah*nitttHai!y tftffcerned, 
and to hate been Sgiied offiti^Hy by tfie sbHbe or itiodera- 
-tor. Bit « 1W* fie* rrtade to Hie paft%« Mt subscribed the 
.proposal, (one of. which, without- the others, was aot com- 
petent to an agrtdnfent,) nor was it htfcfc to e^fAer J^aH^ 
in any fofhi. thu wa^ iritelfftgible. And, surety, a paper 
which was riot dire c te d to ihefrntiesjoiittlth or to vither par- 
ly, iio^ signed by th%.mddeMdr*, scribe, or a cbmmHfoe of 
the Consociation, could lave no more authority, or furnish 
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iky khdi^e claim Upon ftf t\ Willson, than a piece of paper 

tritlretybtink. # . ^ / 

i^ tfafe CbnSociation, in making a commiinicatbn to Mr* 
Willson, had not time, or did not think it of importance 
fettbugh, to giVd it their signature, that he might know frbn*, 
\vh6ni it tame, I should suppose their sehsi of propriety 
inrght have readily Suggested an excuse for hot sending 
flidre n&iftes, ahd have saved their extreme susceptibility 
arid keen resetltmdnts.. 

* 3. THe Consociation "had no claim upoh Mr, Willson for 
Attte YiUtiics tlftoft -any principle whatever^ This was ex^ 
Dressly declared, at the tinpie the paper was presented, by tlwf 
ftev. Md£$rs. IFiske, and Nelson, who Were the only agents 
6h tfife ptift of Mr. W • in making or settling proposals for 
i Mutual C6iihcil> 

* The following is the te*tie6fty pf the Rev. Hr. Fukey who was a^uarBteS wtttt 
ail the important facta, and the whole proces* of the basinets, relative to the affair of *' 
aWUad Courtcil. T&ra testimony wla communicated to H(r. W. at his request, in Sep- 
U&tKr,{bitawipgttfe result. o£ *he»Coii*6daiioii f and a abort time before the convening 
of the Council that di&mitaed him from hit pastoral relation to the society in Brooklyn 4 
" With rtspcci to that part of the Result of Consociation, wheiein* they charge Mfc 
Wffia»> with befog toe cauWof prevetuing a trWeroMequfoidit penuMng before tliw? 
bf&ytp aMutnaJCtoUncU. bVhb.reeedhig rromtheterrniof Vgre^mWt, w^ithlicdettrtiat 
toWve act id it* proper light before the Council about to be conyeBee}— 4 gan speak wi|h 
fife trtmtft ebnfid«ncet »n<l feel*© t^tfeimi in assertm^, that Mr, ttTillaOA was not tho 
voluArtfy of us«[ of preventing \t h however it might be conceived of by thtCojasocialiWi^ 

" •• After Mr Willson had coosente4 to refer the matter in qoestipD to^ a. Mutual Coop- 
el, coding of trinitaruris, die business was managed for hitn^ both with toe ag- 
grieved Md wrth lie Consociation, wfoily by rife Rev* Mr.JfelftoH sad myself K 'ohtiV 
Mr* Willson was called from fcfc owp house to mafce choice of the Councb\ ^ 

- * With respect to the ^phrase in die "proposal presented to the ConsteUtibii, * the 
Cotjnc^il to. be chosen;; shall be bf gncha character, tnd those* oa toem principled* &a> 
aiwli be approved by th<r Consociation now convened, 9 , it wu understood ^implfe^ 
arid was so explained Vefote each £*lrty, that the said Council sjtouitf consist of mils. 
Riding to the o>ctrjne of ttje Trinity i arid that it ihdold be choked ia a fairano* V&&> 




arrival at Capt. Tyler's, he Immediately, and without hesitation, 'proceeded to make* 
out a fist of names' for the Cotncil, the aggrieved Raving ah equal Voice in tfti* cnoicty 
xybic)\lift was, nan4e4 in, to the Confeociatidn according to their dir4ctto*i I wis wilaV 
Mr. Willson the whole of the time of his stay at Capt. Tyler's, and am certain that be 
djgittU^ere^foy.M ' 

<«< \pfrth respect to the cKcjtpsMnc,* vf » f»pcr» which .was jftensierd* presented ta; 
Mr. WUlaon t while at dinner at his own tabic, having this inscription, « three mbnjP 
names/ it was apparent from Mr. Willson's immediate dffJ*ratiOe?t -tbmlmdtd *sj6ot»*, 
demand that it came from the Consociation; and, with due respect to that body. I 
tyl aay t ,tbat I copcejye, f #>m the terms *i the agreement, wfy definitely tfaiitl^ 

_ auo^ no dcman4 on ljtr #j Wills^h for .«c* mow same. ^Upots akiaioi^ hoWev^y 

tfi^ijtie Consociaiioo had received unfavourable impreasioKS, on mcoaniof the retorW' 

* f the aforesaid paper, wtthoist the names m required, Mr. Nehon instantly rVpaired ttf t 

pt, Tylef *s to gi» a* explanation t aod r withioavery few raioatea, Mr. WillfWt' 

mself went with ^be same design, as lie then declafed^ Whajt tk$rt took piac«i otbera 
faitiat testify. This gives my view of the subject so far as it can be done ha few 

14 
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Having related the principal .circumstances and ultimate* 
failure of an attempt for a Mutual Council, I shall close 
with a fe,w observations upcmthe "agreement// from whicli 
Mr. Willson is said to have receded. 

The Consociation declare in their Result, that they ac- 
ceded to the proposition for a Mutual Council ; but that 
" Mr. Willson, on his> part, in their apprehension, receded 
from the conciliatory terms in the agreement." I think it 
proper here to observe, that if the Consociation had ac- 
ceded to the proposal, it was a fact known only to them- 
selves. It was not made known to the parties* until they 
published threir Result. 

The Consociation, referring to their acceptance of the 
proposal^ speak of it as an agreement. But how could 
their acceding tb the proposal be considered as.aa agree- 
ment with Mr. Willson, while it was to him y and to the com- 
mittee of the society, ^two mi the* parties,) m entire secret? 
The Fact, that the Consociation had acceded to jjie propo* 
sal, was, not made known to them in w*king> by a commit- 
tee, or in any manner whatever, until the Result was read 
in publick. And will the Consociation pnetend : aa agree- 
ment with Mr. W. before they had informed him of their 
acceptance of his proposal ? , The pnly agreement, .on the 
part of Mr. Willson, to which the Result refers, is contain* 
e# in the proposition, in jyhich he was jointly and mutually 
concerned with others* From this, proposition he did.fiof 
recede ; for he never manifested a wish tQ alter, or to with- 
draw it. And if the acceptance of the proposal was aa 
agreement on the part of the ConsociafJop', why was not the 
agreement carried into effect ? The failure certainly was 
was not on- his part, but their's.*^ . 

. The truth of the case.is^ that the proposal of Mr. Will- 
son in connexion with the other parties, though it was pre- 
sented to &e Consociation, could not be bindings upon him 

Words, rhtve endeatfoured to state the esse it if wi* J'lti regard fcytbi* parttealar' 
poirU,, I have no hesitation in declaring to all men my conviction of Mr. Willson'* 
aptire. innocence of what, is charged upon biou - ' JOHN FiSKE. 

f • tew^Braiwttm, Sift* 1 3, tUf. u 

- ». - » 

* It wHl be itcoiloated, that, when tbe Consociation speak of m- agreement, from 
whktu&iff. W.J*.eha«ge4 with teeeding, tbty cooUt not'meSfi'M-ngTecirietit with tbe 
otbet panic* connected, with bin in tbe proposal ; because all partrei agreed 10 tbe list 
<*f names that was presented, and openly declared their agreement before tbe Contocia* 
tic**. And none writ pretend that Mr. W, ever inggested the thought t>f receding 
from- this lias, in *rbicj* be and the other patties, bad expreael j concurred • 
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3ri the sense oFan agreement \ until they had : accepted it, aYifl. 
•their acceptance was made, known to him. I am therefore 
constrained to repeat, what . I have said before, that when 1 
the Consociation charged Mr. W. with receding from the 
terms of agreement, they., in this instance, as in alitheir pro-: 
<ceedings, fell into a great mistake. And, what was the 
worst of all, because they were offended at a circumstance 
which they would not suffer to -be^xplained, they employ- 
ed deception* in publickly attributing the' failure of a Mu-' 
tual Council to one that was innocent, and in concealing the 
conduct of those that were actually guittg. 

In view of 'the whole affair of the proceedings -and Result' 
of the Consociation, what must be the opinion of the seri- 
ous and candid ? Where is the wisdom, -integrity, and dis- 
interestedness of this Christian assembly ? in what part of 
the history of their proceedings do we discover the impor- 
tant and inseparable connexion between/Jwfft and works .*— - 
a connexion which Christianity has established, and which 
is not to be regarded with indifference and neglect, 4 

What can we think of the injustice and dissimulation 
that are sometimes employed with aH the ^diemnhy and 
sanctions of religion, to answer the purpose of a party T 
Are these the means which Christianity has authorized,' to 
preserve the purity and peace of the church? How far the 
£iety and sincerity of a Christian maybe accompanied, in 
particular cases, with an intolerant and exclusive spirit, it is 
not within the province of human wisdom to decide. But 
when this spirit has gained a powerful ascendancy in the 
character of an individual, or of a deliberative assembly 4 
when faith is exalted above xvorks, orthodoxy above char- 
ity, and oppression above -law ; and when the purposes of 
Christian piety are to be promoted by artifice and collusion— 
k is time for the friends of religious Hberty to awake and 
inquire ; to understand and to estimate the worth of their 
Christian rights ; and against every claim of usurpation, 
every eflbrt of arbitrary power, to stand firmly in their de- 
Jence. 

What must be our opinion of that system of intolerance 
jmd despotism, which aspires to supreme dominion in the 
Church f — • a system that would bind " souls ih fetters ;" 
that aims at nothing short of the imprisonment of the hu» 
anaii mind ; that calls upon the sincere inquirer after trqtH* 



guch an atjeijipt ujpop, ouy vtyiystian and i^liptabi? .ggbtfc 
¥* virtq^y to renQunce,the, faith ; t#» ab^n^w, the Itygbe^fe 
interests df th? religion, y?c profess ; and, instea4 of afl 




rnqn wlfonty, to thje high a#d rajtsqPH 8 PwW s <# W^ft* 

^H^^^^^ST^ of U^raoQefdjing^QCthe Qqn^qcir. 
ation of Windham Cpi}»ty;> I s%Ji not l>e s^ti^odi wj^iqi^ ' 



^Kgj»s^nga.fay ! 9^njJ>l? opinion, of the <^px(^x^iffpftaf(u- 
afc of thai; eijcjesjasfical boftf, m\ vl?opa I H\e,^n.pf^, 
S9*W *W¥0W, whose, piety and Ctyistiaffiajtajmran<& 
as u:ell as, gsneraj usefulness,, I, st^L hpld "P. WWFCW ?«#n 
ipation, Thppgh ^he *»{hoie Consociation, ai$, neces$}i% 
^u^.in^.^oe^at.censw:^ contained fo the. ijqyiew, J 
still %ej- a, . deeree $ s^isfac^tion iu, the belief, that ^evie^a), 
of that bq^y, w? Sfi PWPj 1 4*scenu»£Qt an$ Cbrisjjaj* moc^. 
erafyoo, as. ppj to.coniqur.ip. the Result. An<J 5 ve n vift re * 
fgpctiq. &pse that, cojiqurted. u>. ijt, if; is. no}; foe #e. to djfc 
tiprmine hoy %, ( m. thjs. particular Jpsjanw, they, ip^t b<s 
^tua^edbja Persecuting snmt, thrill a blind. a$4 impa^ 
tient, ^alfor the; honour, of their Savour X ^ )$#»>.$$>£ 
eenexal disDflsjtipn, and. denortmept, ha.vq * f^r : claim, ft 
% cbarapter, of awcere Christians, I ; re^rvembeif the, cgr 
ample of ; James, and; J©hp, the, disciples, of- J^us, t wb& 
tijpugty to^cpnimgw} tbejusgtyes, to th)ar ; &fo*er by tf$$ 
seal to.deatwjj.the. ^marijsns, Tftes^ djscipl$§ sWBRSSi 

ft*. WK ?Yf& W*fog W-pigty?** PTPpfipjffpeiJ^P; «4 
ffi$& t0 H»«M JLjord,, ^ a^igg.h^pesnwi^ptv. f .tlgfe. thgp 
mighjt. oowi^id; % toxflip^dp^ fronj.. hewfe^toj cofe 

ff??^ *f. SafflWPSa" bj^HSe pf,%if diwespqet. to, hjpH, 




came not to destroy men's lives, but to save them.". 1$ 

MfW& ^ 4S?»%. ^.VPfc ^« m. i.WK»tfe 4^ a^Mm »r. 
sgect for : thp honpur o| ttm I^d. Thjs ; spiri^ia id/B^fe 
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e* iftpqs tfrpcAart&fcre or fiswof men, it is, in my apprehen- 
sion iqftfiitely moi$ (fengerous and destructive in its fef- 
feete upon thoss that are governed by it, than a mere er- 
*<mT .g$ opfeiprt Uf>Q» the subject of the Trinity. 

The ministers and brethren of the. Council at Brooklyn, 
\yiH upk I hope> b$ offended at an. expression Of my /egard' 
for thw usefulness qrod happiness in their several stations. - 
&$ ao, expression of my best wishes for their influence and 
§MC(?ese in the cause of Christian piety and benevolence, I 
iKHP take my te^re of thorn, pray iiig that they may possess 
" the spirit of power, and of loye, and of a sound mind.'* 
•! AftJ thi& I pray, that their Io.ve may abound yet more 
3Bd M&Qre ift knowledge, and in all judgment ; that they 
m^y approve things that ace excellent; that they may 4 
be syiQpire wA without offence until the day of Christ; 
b£V*g SH&d WSh the fruits o£ righteousness, which are by> 
Sm&& Christ* unto the gk»y and praise of Qod> * *' That: 
they may put on, as the elect of God, holy a. ' *k>ved, 
bowels of mercies, kindness^ humWeuess of nu,. , .neek- 7 
n^a, tof^suferifig ; forbearing one another, and forgiv- 
ing Qm another; aed, abore att things, put on charity/ 
Vfhiph is the bond of perfectness ;'* and that, " whatsoever 
they do, ioworcj or deed/- they may " do all in the name of 
the i#of)d Jesus, giving thanks.to Godand the Father by him. '^ 

Aft/m thr Result' of the Consociation, Mr. W. the junior 
p&Stoc, in visw of the circumstances attending his situa- 
tion, did nPt think it adviseable to continue his publick' 
3WVJ?#s in the character, of a Christian teacher, as he hade 
cjone hefctie. The advice of friends, whose judgment he 
wspec^ed, in, agreement with his own. opinion, induced^ 
him t&, suspend at least for a time, the performance g# 
&&i\q of the Qncfc)aiy and appropriate duties of his, pastorab 
office. Mr. W. from the information he had obtained, 
(4*P)i{gk; tm iBySwrfp3tion> from the short time he had to ac 
qftUPft H> fre* not so particular and extensive as he wished, > 
1*85, iiu general* satisfied, that the Consociation had not ju- 
<isd^ion^ a^QordiogtQ wbafris called the constitution of! 
&ft ehn*che$> the iw principles of ecclesiastical usage, 
4J}di thfi Ob^ipus rates of Christian discipline* But different 
epinJG^ ^peeling the pQUHer of the Gonspcdation were 
«W9&tertfl$ tejpl*$apd> EsOEg tins diversity of opinion 



Trfr. W. *was not widiout apprehension, that the civfl an-, 
thority would ultimately repognize their decision, and sub* 
ject him to the inconvenience of a dismissed minister. 
He therefore thought it safe and expedient, considering 
Siis limited acquaintance with the civil and ecclesiastical 
institutions of the state, to omit his usual services upon the 
sabbatl}, until the church, or society, at a pubiiek meeting, 
should formally and expressly claim them; or until he 
could have time more fully to inform himself upon the 
.subject. vHe adopted this course, rather than to put at 
hazard his reputation and future prospects, in leading the 
way to a doubtful contest in law. 

1 wiH here add, that Mr. W. considered it best for him-' 
self, and for the society with which he was connected, so 
far to regard the Result of the Consociation, as to take 
measures for his regular dismission, by calling a Mutual 
Council to dissolve his pastoral relation, and to place him 
in fair standing as a Christian minister in the congregation- 
al churches of our country. Weary of a controversy that 
had been continued, on the part of tfhe opposition, with 
the most subtle and obstinate perseverance; entertaining 
qo hope that the opposition would cease ; and apprehend- 
ing that the Result of the Consociation might strengthen 
and increase the disaffection that existed, as it was un- 
doubtedly intended by those that formed it ; he thought k 
best for the society, that they should consent to his dis- 
mission, and use their endeavours to obtain another minis- 
ter, in whom they would probably be more united. The 
individuals to whom he expressed his sentiments upon this 
subject, were of a different opinion. They considered, 
that the adoption of such a measure would be paying too 
much respect to usurpation — to an assumed ecclesiastical 
dominion^ that had no countenance in reason, religion, or 
law. 

Mr. W. considering himself as a party, and having a re* 
gard to his professional character and standing in the Chris- 
tian community, did not think it expedient to take upon 
himself the responsibility of publickly bidding defiance to 
the decision of an ecclesiastical body, respectable for the 
number and general character of its members, and high in 
ks claims of jurisdiction. < 'With whatever confidence he 
ought have relied upon the general support of the society 
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gf which h^ was a pastor, y^et this would not relieve him if* 
his publick character as a minister, beyond the limits of 
his own parish. 

I believe it will be generally, agreed, that the Consocia* 
tion, who publickly denounced Mr. WV as* disqualified for 
the ministry, had actually injured him r in an ecclesiastical 
point of view, in his professional rights* And on the prin- 
ciple, that the Consociation had no proper or constitutional? 
authority to depose him from his pastoral office, yet their 
decision, as a publick. act, had all the solemnity of a legal 
proceeding- Mr* \V\ in this view of his> situation, con- 
sidered it most prudent, and most, consistent with general 
principles. of order,, not to appear immediately before the 
publick as judge in his own case, ia open contempt 1 of the 
Result of the Consociation, hut to appeal to a regular ec- 
clesiastical tribunal ; to %n association of n^inistens, or a 
council of churches,, to take cognizance of his case, and tat 
determine his standing. This he believed to be the prop- 
er method of obtaining relief from the injury he had sus- 
tained by the publick act of the Consociation* . He there- 
fore concluded to suspend his publick discourses, and, ia 
due time, to obtain the examination and decision of a reg- 
ular Council, relative ta his Christian and ministerial 
rights^ / . , ,. 

On the 34 of March, a society meeting . was held, at 
which the society expressed their minds in a manner very- 
decided and full against the assumed power and the pro*. 
ceedinga of the Consociation. They declared, by vote* 
their determination not to unite with the church in obtaining: 
or settling another minister, until the church should pub- 
lickly renounce all connexion with the Consociation of 
Windham County, annul their vote upon the doctrine of 
the Trinity, and put themselves on the ground of the cov- 
enant, as before said vote was passed; the only. covenant 
that had been in use as a test of faith in order to commu- 
mom . . t ....* 

They also voted, that no persons should hold religious* 
meetings in the meeting-house, except the ministers of the* 
society, and of the Eastern Association of the County of » 
Windham, without leave obtained of the society,,. or of 
their committee, appointed for the purpose of granting . 
permission, when they should judge proper. . . *. 
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In conea^aetea of tfcc Scruples of Mr. Wif[9dn as Wt 
flie<aDped*ttcy of p©titJtt*ilig hi* puKick dfteoarses' tipbn 
the sabbath, until his case should be revised Wy a Wgujair 
Ecclesiastical Goilncri ; atfd fa eottsequetice of the infirmi- 
ties bf the senior pastor, who Was not able to perfbrfa the 
public* ofiioes of a "Cftristfen iriimMer; tffe society had 
been without' sp&bliek worshfo for sfcvefal sabbaths. In 
<hts view of their situation, they were Sjp^efoensive that 
the individuals who had been instrumental W» pr/jcurfng a 
decision against the junior pastor, Would frrake an attempt 
to introduce into the mfleting-hbu*, Ministers and nieet- 
ibgs of tfcfctirown choice. Again'stdny offie'ibtisneSs-, of in- 
terlerewte bf this kind, the society thought it prudent to 1 
provide, by 4 pobtoefc • d*ol»«ion of dietr rigtft*, Sn«3 bf 
the adoption ©fdteism tthde&eteht TheittBresi 
, On tbe day of the meeting bf (tie swtfety, before the 
meeting was formed, Mr* V\ . the jumor paisttoYy expressed 
a wish to aeWa! kidWdu'als* that th* fcdciety" would dis- 
pense with his pubhctt s«rvieesj in the capacity oTa Chris- 
tian teacher, until he should have bpporttiriify to dbtatiii atf 
the information that Was desirable, to settle' *he rttttsftcW 
relative to the jurisdictwrt and poWet* bf tfte' : €8ns&ktidfy,' 
tfa his enthe sJamfaetion, -Tii^so^etyy*^orfeirrg ! Vo W 
wishes, did not request him to enter upon the appropriate 1 
dvti&of putyfck tawrutntwfii &Rh6u'gh the> WerS^artVy- 
larto recojrrriae iikh dtetihttUy* ■$* tttfcff* fffinftterV " t»8f * 
also appointed* •cwmtoatwe, M JUs^qmty fc^nite wiftf 
him, and to propose to the -efcHTeir to tmitey iW atf d jitihg 
proper measure* to place Hint' in ISir {ftJattSftg; W the' 
Christian nunistryy <jm *ippe>&thii tb m KestfR ! W the Gon- 
sociatiou,) not dsa miiustei'of the cRur^h ^3 societV m 
Brooklyn, but as ttitf duly cfaaiifietf for 5 -«ft office bf a. 
Christian teacher, 

. Mr. W.>TiewM^trwC^h3r^fat^Vs(!rtWu^rh'thtell^it' 
of an acparce etroncily b*lileVe8 ft in'^Pgree rWcesisary to ; 
obtain the decision of another Council, that would, at ldbt, 
be as competent to resMTehtorilb kis ; statidiK^ift thfe-rrrin- 
iatry, as to« Consociation Wa* tb -Gtipotoriffkr. A AtJtJ lie re'-' 
quested the society to unite Witft'mttY m ptirjttdnce «f this 
object, that, whateVer -migftt be tr* Wsult tff <Ke dlffifeulttesS 
at Brooklyn, and of MB' connexion wfth tine society of 
which he was pastor, hCjhiglk dot esfcefcliiiflV stfner hi %i& 
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ministerial character in view of the publick, ii) consequence 
of the Result of the Council that claimed the authority of 
deposing him from the ministry, and of dismissing tun* 
from his pastoral relation to the church. 

In a short time after the society meeting, Mr. W. re r 
ceived a written communication from a large number of 
the inhabitants pf the society, containing a request tbttf 
publick worship might no longer be discontinued ; that he 
would go into the meeting-house, and perform the usual 
services of the sabbath, except that he might read print- 
cd sermons of other authors, rather than deliver those 
of his own composition. In this communication, they 
were particular in declaring their opiniQn, that he had an 
undoubted right to administer to them in the official ca? 
pacity of a publick teacher ; but at the same time, they 
were willing, in conformity to his views, tp dispense with 
his discourses in the office of publick instruction, qntil 
something farther could be dQne. Mr* W. immediately 
Complied with their request. 

At length, Mr. W. being absent on the we?k of the an* 
nual fast, (early in April,) the Rev. Dr, Whitney, the se y 
nior pastor, who had not attended publick worship for 
jnore than 4 y ear, (except in two in^tajace^, when the ju- 
nior pastor exchanged,) came pu$, and performed the 
ministerial service on the day of the publick fast, and so 
continued to dp upon sabbaths. ife was pot, however, 
able to deliver more than one discourse upo& a sabbath 
in connexipQ with the other usual exercises of half the day. 
He evidently .appeared in publick, to put a stop to all far- 
ther services of Mr. W. He openly and repeatedly ex- 
pressed his disapprobation of Mr, W.'s reading sermons^ 
*nd leading in the devotional exercises of the congrega- 
tion ; declaring that it bad a tendency to keep up divis- 
ions ; though he could find no fault, from any information 
that he had received, with the sermons that had been read, 
or with any peculiarities in the devotional exercises of Mr. 
\V. as having such a tendency. Mr. W. still being desir- 
ed by many to continue his publick exercises every sab- 
bath, on that part of the .day which was not occupied by the 
senior pastor, he continued, in accordance with the former 
written request, to read sermons, and to lead in the usual 
religious exercises of the congregation. Thus Dr. \V. 

15 
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e6ntinued to preach, and Mr. W. to read sermons, for si 
Considerable time. 

Not far from the 20th of May, Mr* W. and the com- 
mitted had a meeting to take into consideration suitable 
measures to be adopted to place him in regular standing, 
ds one qualified to preach the gospel. After due consulta- 
tion, they supposed it proper to call an Ecclesiastical Coun- 
cil for that purpose. But being anxious that the divisions 
in the church and society might be healed ; that the par- 
ties at variance might be reconciled*, and peace and tran- 
quillity be again restored upon those liberal principles, 
which had always been the bond of union in the choice of 
a minister* and in the enjoyment of Christian privileges ; 
they concluded to request the appointment of a society 
frieeting, that they might report to the society the result of 
their deliberations, and, particularly, propose a method of 
reconciliation, which they hoped the society, the aggrieved 
brethren, and the church, would readily approve. A so- 
ciety meeting was held, and the committee made their re- 
port, proposing a method for the settlement of difficulties. 
The report was approved and accepted by a vote of the so- 
ciety* The report and acceptance were as follow : 

■ ■ . 

* i" At a meeting of the society agreeable to the foregoing 
warning, on the 12th of June, 1817, Capt. Shubael Brown,, 
Moderator— - 

" Voted, to accept the following Report, viz; 

* To the Inhabitants of the First Ecclesiastical Society in 

* the town of Brooklyn y now legally assembled in society? 
meeting. 

€ We the subscribers, the committee appointed by said 
Society to agree with the Rev. Luther Willson, upon 
such measures, as we should think proper to be adopted 
to restore him to a regular* standing in the Christian min- 
istjy, as one qualified to preach the gospel ' r and also to 
propose to the church to concur with us in the measure* 
and for the purpose aforesaid ; and authorized by a vote of 
ihe society to carry into effect such measures as we should, 
deem necessary in the matters aforesaid ; have thought it 
best, from a view of our present situation, before we pro* 
ceed to act in the case, to lay before the society the *e* 
suit of our deliberations upon the subject. 
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* We therefore state to the society, that, upon due con~ 
sideration of the trust committed to us, we have agreed 
with the Rev. Mr. Willson, that it is expedient to call an 
Ecclesiastical Council, to examine the proceedings and 
Result of the late Consociation held in February last, and 
to declare in favour of his regular standing in the Christian 
ministry, in opposition to their Result, should they find, 
upon examination, that the proceedings and Result of said 
Consociation were not in conformity to ecclesiastical usage, 
and to the rules and maxims of the Christian religion. 
We have come to such a conclusion and agreement, from 
a regard to the request of Mr. Willson, from a convictioa 
of the propriety and importance of such a measure upon 
general principles of order, and with a view to place him 
in good standing, as a Christian teacher, in the congrega- 
tional churches of our country. Viewing the decision of 
(lie late Consociation, touching the ministerial character of 
Mr. Willson, (declaring him disqualified for the office of a 
teacher in the Christian church J unauthorized and unjust, 
we think it proper, agreeable to order, and for the honour 
of religion, to call a regular Ecclesiastical Council to take 
cognizance of the case, and to place the character of Mr. 
Willson on such ground, as they may deem consistent 
with their duty and responsibility, and the general interest 
of religion. While we agree in the above measure as 
proper to be adopted, and carried into execution, we still 
wish it to be waved, and the execution of it deferred, (if it 
may be thought best,) until one attempt more is made, up* 
on what we consider just and conciliatory principles, for 
the reconciliation of the parties at variance, and for the res- 
toration of peace and order in this religious society. 

* We therefore beg leave respectfully to submit to the 
consideration of this society, with the hope of their appro- 
bation and sanction, what we consider a reasonable and 
honourable method of healing and terminating existing dif- 
ficulties among us, so far as these difficulties arise from a 
division with respect to the Rev. Mr. Willson. We there- 
fore, in agreement with Mr. Willson, suggest and propose 
the following, as the most probable method that occurs to 
lis (should it be adopted by all concerned) of restoring 
peace and tranquillity to .the pe9ple in this place. . With a 
view to an object so important as the union of this church 



and society in the choice and support of a Christian minis- 
ter, we think it expedient and absolutely necessary, that 
the church declare themselves entirely disconnected with 
the Consociation of Windham Cotliity, Which pretend to 
daim jurisdiction over them ; that they also annul the vote 
upon the doctrine bf the Trinity, passed February, 1816, 
Arid put themselves on the covenant, as befote said vote 
was passed ; and unite with the society itl calling the Coun* 
eil that ordained Mr. Willson,* to examine into the pro- 
ceedings and Result bf the Consociation With respect to 
him, to dissolve his pastoral relation to this people, and to 
Recommend him, br not, ill the character of a Christian 
teacher, as* they shall judge proper. We have been in- 
duced and have presumed to recommend the above meas* 
tire, from the hope, that those who are opposed to Mr. 
Willson's ministry, would readily concur in it ; and frofft 
the conviction, that the dismission of Mr. W. upon the 
aforesaid proposals being Complied With, and upon the fair 
principles of impartiality and mutual agreement, would 
contribute to the interest and happiness of this religious 
fcdtiety. 

" Should the method proposed meet the apprbbation df 
the parties concerned, we 6hOUld indulge the hope of see- 
ing this people again united in the choice bf a minister, 
upon those conciliatory and liberal principles, Which 1V6 
had ever considered the basis and bond of union among 



• The EwmeSI *«* wrdimed Mrw WiUtcm «h proposed* because this Ctoncil wii 
knowb, and had been uniformly acknowledged by til parties, to be Trinitarian. The 
aggrieved brethren And the church could therefore Unite to this Council, without lab- 
jacking themselves to the imputation of renouncing their Trinitarian prineiplot* It 
waa hoped and believed, that, for the take of peace upon fair principle!, and of union 
w>i« the society i«: the choice of a minister, they woold at once be satiified with the 
same Council to difmisa Mr. Willsoa, in which they readily united to ordain btafe 
The proposition was ultimately laid before them, but they did not agree to it. 

the aggrieved brethren considered itibConsociatUu a Very tollable Council to dismiss 
Iff. W» from bit pastoral rctftifoa to the church t though, with ■ tingle exception, tm> 
pattott that composed that Council (several of mem the nearest neighbours to Brooklyn) 
%mfe treated by the church, at the time when arrangements were made for hit ordina- 
tion, with open neglect, None of them (except one) were invited by the church to as* 
eist in bis ovdinatton, became they were considered Hopkinsiana. 8ut whan them 
Hopfcihiiarit bad joined a few of the good people in fcrodklyn, in their endeavours lb 
excite the op in ion* of the pobtick against their Junior pastor for Us /Irian heresy, (at it 
was called,) they were thought to be the Jell jjk* Ind Ust judges that could be employ* 
*4 to taste c6ghf saftce of his errourt, and to pronduoce sentence against him as a dan- 
gerous Una. And besides, the* mmitfcre (if they bad not btmrcd their service* in the 
work of judgment) were very willing to come at the request of their breUiiwj, with 
Whom they most cordially sympathized, and for whole relief they felt it their dfety to 
*ait§ Ufc*r moat fat wfbl tfad jrtrietcriJi&ftertiba*, 
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this people* Should the method of reconciliation proposed, 
be approved by the society and obtain their sanction, but 
meet with opposition from those who have been accustom- 
ed to style themselves the aggrieved ; or should the ag* 
Sieved approve of the plan suggested, and concur with 
e society, and yet the church refuse to act upon it ; w$ 
submit to the consideration of the society, the propriety 
and expediency of uniting with the Rev* Mr. Willson, ii> 
calling an Ecclesiastical Council, as soon as may be con- 
venient, to take cognizance and determine in regard to his 
ministerial character, to express their opinion upon sub- 
jects of interest and importance to the society, and to afford 
us their advice in our present situation* All which is 
submitted by your humble servants, 

Agvr W. William*^ 
John Parish, j 

' Aaron Davison, J 

John Wiilvatns, > Committee. 

Joab Fas set, 
Benjamin Gilbert, 
Nathan Witter % Jun. 

1 The above approved and concurred in. 

* LUTHER WILLSON. 
'Brooklyn^ June Ut/t, 1817.' 

<( The above is a true copy of record. 

" ELEAZER MATHER, Society Clerk* 
"•W2SJ, 1818." 

• * 

The Society, upon their acceptance of this report of their 
ewnmittoe, passed a vote, " that they would unite with the 
church in catling a Council to dismiss Mr. Willson, pro* 
vided the aggrieved brethren would agree with the other 
tte^ibers of the church, in declaring the church entirely 
disconnected with the Consociation of Windham County, 
Who 'claimed jurisdiction over them ; also annul their vote 
respecting the doctrine of the Trinity, and put themselve* 
dn the covenant, as before said vote was passed ;.' &nd unite 
with the society in calling the Council that ordained Mr. 
Willson, to dissolve his pastoral relation to the people in 
Brooklyn, to examine into the proceedings mid Result of 

the Consociation with respect to him, and to recommerid 
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Km, or not, in the character of a Christian minister, as 
they should judge proper." 

A committee was appointed by the society to lay the 
Vote containing the above proposition before the aggrieved 
brethren and Dr. Whitney, and afterwards (if they thought 
proper) before the church, to see if they would agree to 
the proposition* The committee were to use their en- 
deavours to effect a reconciliation and agreement, and to 
report to the society. The society meeting was adjodrned 
to the 26th of June. At the adjourned meeting, the com- 
mittee made their report. No agreement was effected. 
The aggrieved brethren, Dr. Whitney, and the church, 
would not agree to the proposition on the part of the so* 
ciety. . . 

The church had a meeting, previous to the adjourned 
meeting of the society, on the same day ; at which they ex- 
pressed their disapprobation of Mr. Willson's perform* 
ing. public k services on the sabbath, as he had done for 
some time, in reading sermons, and leading in the exer* 
eises of publick worship.* The society voted, immedi- 

• The vote of the church, attested at the time it wn petted, wit at follow! : 

•• June e6, 1817— VoUd % That they" (the church) " disapprove* of Mr. Wilton*! 
officiating on sabbath* t as he had done for tome time past, 

- « Attest, JOSIAH WHITNEY, Fas!** 

Hie following was the vote of the diarchy as it was entered upon the book of lee- 
*rdeby the Rev. Dr. Whitney, their pastor ; " The following.question waa put to the 
church— Do yon approve or disapprove of Mr. Wiltson*t going into the meeting-hohse, 
•aid officiating on sabbaths, at he hat done for tome time past, - since hit diamittioo by 
the Consociation ? Voted in the negative." 

It will be observed, that the pastor, in entering the vote of the chorch upon the book 
of records, added the following important dense, " since hit dismission by the Coo- 
aociation." By this addition, the record* represent the church aa having recognised, 
py their vote, the jurisdiction of the Consociation, and the correctness of their decision, 
aelative to the ministerial character of the junior pastor 1 whereas the church had nev- 
er, by tny publick act, directly acknowledged the authority pf the Consociation in the 
case of Mr. Willson ; and the senior pastor himself, only a few years before, by Hit 
conenrfcace in the vote of an Association, which waa moved by him, exprcsaly de- 
clared his determination to resist the claims of the Consociation, at an unscriptural sod 
unauthorized tribunal. (See the vote of the Association, page 64 of this Review.) 

The; above it one of several important instances of an incorrect record, made by the 
Rev. Dr. Whitney, the pastor of the church. I mention this instance, at I have* before 
mentioned omissions, that the next generation (should it ever come to a knowledge of 
this review) may not rely with implicit confidence upon the records of the church, at 
containing a conect and cntiie representation of its proceedings in the late controversy 
respecting the junior pastor* 

. It is with serious regret that I have had occasion to make use of the name of the 
Rev. Dr. Whitney* at having a part in the history of the late controversy. The pari 
that he hat taken in the late difficulty at Brooklyn, waa what Mr* W. the' junior pas- 
tor conld never have expected, from hi* .acquaintance and connexion with him for 
aeveral years in the duties of the pastoral office, Until the la re controversy com* 
tn eri ce d , the pastors had been nttodated, at was supposed by Mr. W. in entire friend* 
nhip ajmi cordiality, notwithstanding their difference of opinion! for aomc time before 
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ately after, to request Mr; Willson to preach, in the Samfc 
manner as he did previously to the meeting of the Consoci- 
ation, when the pulpit was not occupied by Dr. W. the se- 
nior pastor. Mr. W. having become entirely satisfied, 
that the Consociation had no jurisdiction that could affect 
his pastoral relation to the society, who claimed him as 
their minister, was ready to perform the publick duties of 
a minister at their request. 

The individuals who moved that Mr. Willson should 
be requested to preach, had not the least expectation, at 
the time the motion was. made* that Dr. Whitney, the se- 
nior pastor, would be able to preach more than half the 
day, each sabbath ; as he had repeatedly declared, that he 
could not preach more than one sermon a day. But to 
prevent' Mr. W. from preaching, he, from that time,, con* 
tinued to perform the morning and evening services of ev- 
ery sabbath through the summer. At the advanced age of 
eighty- five, he literally endured the burden and heat of $he 
day through the warm season,, except in two instances. 
When he introduced other gentlemen to preach, direcdjr 
contrary to a vote of the society in March, and a publick 
request of the society in June. 

By every possible management of the aggrieved breth- 
ren at their private meetings, after their attempts to ac- 
complish their purpose at publick meetings had failed ; by 
the effects produced from the Result of die Consociation y 
and by die private and publick influence of Dr. Whitney, 
the senior pastor, in favour of die views and wishes of the 
aggrieved brethren ; a majority of the church had not* 
openly taken their stand against the junior pastor. They 
fcadpublickly disapproved of his services, and had refused 
to unite in calling a Mutual Council ; white the society 
claimed and supported him as their minister. 

At the meeting of the society, 26th of June, a commit- 
tee was appointed to unite with Mr. Willson in calling art* 
Ecclesiastical Council, to examine into the proceedings of* 

Mr« W.'s change of sentiments wti nude publick, upon the subject of the Trinity. 
And, in my opinion, the beat apology that can be offered for this aged**nd reverend 
gentleman, who had formerly been highly respected by many, and censored by oth*' 
era, for hit liberality in marten of faith, ia the particular influence of a few members or 
the church ; upon whasc partial and disingenuous representations respecting Mr. W* 
and the divisions m the church and society, he had relied with too much confidence 5' 
and in whose interests and feelings, sanctified by tha sacred name of cmrsftleifct, 'hV 
had, from long habits of intiBMcy and lacaj atiaahmentt, too strongly participated* 
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opinion upon matters of interest and importance to the so- 
ciety. 1 he society also voted, at the request of Mr. W. 
that, if the Council advised to his dismission, they should 
proceed to dissolve his pastoral relation. 

About the middle of July, Mr. Willson and the com* 
mittee agreed upon a Mutual Council, to convene on the 
17th of September. * They sent letters to nine churehe§.* 
Receiving information that several of the pastors could not 
attend at th* time appointed, they sent letters to two more* 
On the 1 7th of September, the pastors and delegates of but 
three of Ae churches sent to, arrived, f Mr. W. and the 
; committee agreed to request die pastors and delegates who 
vreie present, to form a Council, They accordingly form- 
ed, and die following was their Result : 

« RESULT OF COUNCIL. 

€t In pursuance of a letter missive from the committee 
*>f the First Ecclesiastical Society in Brooklyn, Connecti- 
cut, and the Rev, Luther WUison, the following individu- 
als assembled at the house of Jghn Parish, Esq* in said 
town, Sept. 17, 1817, viz, 

. " from tfctbwefa pf Shrewsbury, Rev, JOSEPH SUM. 
NEB. D. P, itafcr^ittter T*p*as W. W*»j>, Xfe/- 

" fVpw the 2d chiwh of Worcester, AAEON BAN- 
CROFT* D. »* /toor^Dew*** WitxiA* T«>*r- 

" From the 1st Conf^gataoqal Chaurch <rf Providence, 
llev, HENRY £!>£$, ^o^or— Brother fes*** Cast, 
jw» £kkg*t<t. 

* I will here note, (ha£ lefttcrq, lontainipg copies of the letter tent to tbe fthqifhea , 
Wtoieaaamftly forwarded to thej^rktted brettKen,^4no<fc*Mof of the€oaeoeifr- 
tie*, and Br. Whitney, *hat <fify aM$ foes wpoatority to apalto aav Mpytcafrtfic* 
Qiat titty pleated, before tbe Council to be convene^, relative to the decision of tha) 
CtaeociatfcM, im ibe bottoeuted object* for whit* (brCouftctt wit called. 

tOfe-the «e*i weejk .after tfce CobjqqU, Jtwo puto? of <&*«*?• *»? to, c^K<p 
tVoofclyo, and .the p**toi and dajcxate ©J anoibex «bwcli *u?vc4 at providence <*n fl»i 
way; and there being iufouned W tbe-CoMwUl bad ana* *bc weefr W» V, tfcey fwo- 
Qfeded jap farther M inwidjptdy retux#«4. feW it «* free* (or *# pioJoHBf>«*« 
m i wnfari/an diAg at to the ^Uae the Council yrejoe to coo**^ ,(]*du£b I #ha|l opt hoj* 
kfi y ahicqlar to explain,) a majority , pi the c fr j» j fr a) w * 49 NW44 l«*«:IWW#toaP*Ma 
Cfwi^fjl by their —«*«*■'* And dfWitn 
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- " It became a question, whether it be expedient for the 
$bove individuals to form into a Council, they being a mi- 
nor part of the churches to which the letter missive was 
addressed. 

" While in conversation on this subject, they received 
the following communication front the committee and the 
Rev, Mr* W Ulson : 

'Brooklyn, Sept. 17, 1817. 

* To the Rev. Gentlemen and Delegates present fronk 
several of the churches, to which we sent letters, applying 
for their assistance and advice by the attendance of their 
Rev. Pastors and Delegates to join in council—we present 
the following request, (respectfully submitting it to the 
consideration of the gentlemen present,) that they form a 
Council to examine and result upon the subjects proposed 
for their investigation, opinion and advice, as contained in 
the letter missive, 

John Parish, ) 

Roger W. miEams, \ 

John fruuamsy \ 

Shubael Browrty J 

* Luther Wilson, in concurrence with the committee.' 

*' In consequence of the above request, the Council 
formed, by electing the Rev. Dr. Sumner, Moderator, and 
the Rev. Dr. Bancroft, Scribe. 

Adjourned to the meeting-house. 
The scribe was appointed a committee to wait upon the 1 " 
Rev. Dr. Whitney, to inform him that the Council was in 
session, and ready to attend to the publick hearing. 

" The Rev. moderator opened the business with prayer* - 

" The Council patiently and seriously attended to the 
communications of the committee of the society and pas- 
tor. After a full hearing of a narrative of all the facts and 
circumstances respecting existing difficulties— adjourned 
to the house of John Parish, Esq. 

" Upon due deliberation— Voted, unanimously, the fol- 
lowing as the Result of Council ; 

" This Council has been deeply impressed by the pub- 
lick hearing, to which they have attended at the particular 
request of the Rev. Mr. Willson, and the committee of the 
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society;, and tbey feel the greatest sympathy for thern^ un- 
der the severe conflicts with which Divine Providence haa 
permitted their Christian faith and constancy to be tri- 
ccU Bufci as the Council is composed of a minor part of 
the churches whose assistance and advice were expected, 
they deem it improper for them to give aay opinion re- 
specting the jurisdiction of the Consociation of Windham 
County, or respecting their Result in this place ; "subjects, 
which involve not only the ecclesiastical rights of. this so* 
ciety, the ministerial character and standing of the Rev,. 
Mr. Willson in this church, but also, the highest interests 
of Christianity through the community, 
, " The Council is, however, willing to express aji opin- 
ion, as desired, on the expediency of a dissolution of the 
pastoral relation between the Rev, Mr, Willson and the. 
society, 

<r In consideration of the very ' peculiar circumstances* 
Bow existing among this Christian people, they are con- 
strained to say, that they think his dismission adviseable.- 
x " As the parties have invested this Council with the 
necessary power in this c^se,, they do hereby declare the 
pastoral relation between the Rev. Luther Willson and the 
first ecclesiastical society in Brooklyn dissolved* 

" Should implicit submission be yielded *to the proceed- 
ings »of Consociation, by dhurch^s* confessedly consoci^ted, 
yet this Council without , reserve give it as their settled 
opinion, that the decision of Consociation respecting an. 
article of faith, which has been a subject of controversy in 
every age of the Christian church, and on which the great- 
est and best men have been, divided, does not affect the 
clerical character of a preacher of the gospel among^ 
churches and societies not consociated*. 
. "With high satisfaction this Council notice, that 
through the long and bitter controversy which has existed, 
among this people, the moral character of the Rev. Mr. 
Willson remains gnimpeached, and that no ministerial de- 
ficiencies or defects have been alleged against him. They 
cheerfully • declare, that the review of the measures and 
conduct of Mr. Willson, through the various scenes o£ 
this unhappy controversy, has given the most satisfactory 
evidence of a pacifick and charitable temper, and of those, 
mild and conciliatory virtues which are among, the bright- 
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^ornaments of the Christian ciharacter, and theiridst e& 
ficacious means of ministerial usefulness. 
."The Council appreciate his theological attainments, 
«id ministerial qualifications. They invite him to Chris- 
tian and ministerial communion in their own churches, 
and they cordially recommend him to every portion of the 
Christian community, where the great Head of the Church 
may call him. They devoutly pray, 'that God may crowft 
ftis future days with peace, add lustre to his future exam- 
ple, success -to -his future labours, length to his life, and^ 
%rt last, to his fidelity a crown of glory. 
• "The Council tender their condolence to the society 
under their heavy afflictions. The society well know the 
ecclesiastical and civil laws of the state. They can duljr 
Estimate the worth of their Christian rights. While they 
are disposed vigorously to exert themselves to maintain 
Jhe liberty wherewith Christ has made them free,. they will 
endeavour to preserve the unity of the Spirit in the bond 
-of: peace* While they repe^ every attempt from others to 
exercise dominion over their own faith, they will readily 
grant to all the liberty they claim, and steadily pursue the 
.things which make for peace,. and things whereby one may 
edify another. 

'. " The Council commend you to .God. May he delight 
to dwell with and bless you. May he imbue your minds 
with that wisdom which is from above.; which is .first 

{mre; then peaceable; gentle, and easy to be entreated; 
iill of mercy and good fruita; without partiality and with- 
out hypocrisy. ' - ' 

. " Now unto Him who is able to keep you from failing! 
and to present you faultless before the presence of his glo- 
ry with exceeding joy—rto* the. only wise God our •Saviour, 
.be glory and majesty, dominion and -power, both now and 
forever. Amen. . 

4 JOSEPH SUMNER, - 

j^lARON BANCROFT, 
HENRY EDES, ' ■ • : 

THOMAS W. WARD, 
WILLIAM TROWBRIDGE, 
JOSEPH CAD Y, Jr. : 

' ^iJBrooMyn, September 18th> 1817." 

-■ ' ■ "A't&e copy.' " Attest, 

"AARON BANCROFT, Scribed 
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- As soon as Mr, Willson was dismissed &©jn his paste* 
ral relation to the society, jt became a serious question 
among those' who adhered to the power of the, Consoeia* 
lion, whether he was a member of the church* This ques- 
t tion had employed considerable though; and conversation 
among ministers and^hristians, who were professedly , con- 
/versant with ecclesiastical proceedings. Mr. W. claimed 
to be a member of the church after the decision of the 
Consociation* His connexion with the church was, how* 
£Yer, .denied by leading members who had been opposed 
to his ministry. After the question had been .referred to 
the General Association, and to.the Consociation of Wind- 
hftm County, it was finally settled that he was a mepiber. 
^Consequently, the church, at a meeting in October, voted 
to suspend hiiji from $11 Christian privileges, until the. should 
repent of the heresy, with which he had been charged. 

*' At a meeting of the congregational church an Brook- 
lyn, Oct. 27th, 1-817, the church passed the following vote : 
' l Whereas Mr. Luther Willson has been found guihy 
on a charge of heresy by the Consociation of this county, 
and has been frequently admonished by the members of 
"this church for that crime; also by the Consociation in 
their late Result ; .therefore it is the opinion of this church, 
that he ought to be, and is -hereby suspended from the 
^commuhioh of this church, till he retracts and reforms/ 

" Copy of the original vote, examined by 

" JOSIAH WHITNEY, Pastor.' 9 

s a 

The church had now, by the influence of the Consocia- 
tion, and of tjbe Rev. Dr. Whitney, thejr pastor, entered 
into the views of the aggrieved brethren, and acted with 
decision in the case of Mr. WillsoQ. This first act of the 
'church, ,that was of a definite and decided character, ^ftdr 
they had adopted the new system which had been prepaid 
for them, is precisely what was to have been expect- 
ed. As <p the circumstances which it mentions as the 
ground of Mr. W.'s suspension, it is characterized with 
subtilty and. misrepresentation. 

This Vote wfts prepared before the meeting, and was 
moved by one who -had been a leading individual among 
the aggrieved brethren ; and it was no doubt ^tjHutadas a 
record to inform posterity, that the churc^hji Brooklyn 
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twwc bftd ; a p»rtor who was charged with heresy, and that 
the Consociation found him guilty of the crime which was 
alteged against him; whereas the Consociation, for reasons 
that are not known, (as the subject was not discussed by 
them in pqb} iqk,) did not presume to declare Mr. W. 
&*lty of heresy* There is apparently a remarkable cau? 
Bon -in the Result, not to declare the pastor guilty of the 
^'qrimeof heresy,", the "crime" for which he was cited . 
Jo answer. 

. This act of the church was also to inform the publick* 
that the church and the Consociation bad been faithful, ac- 
cording to their Christian obligations, in using their en- 
deavpurs to convince the pastor of the crime, with which 
he had been charged, .and of which, previously to their ad- 
monition, they had judged him guilty. 

The vote declares* (hat " the members of the church 
had frequently admonished the pastor for that crime." 
The phrase, ">the members of the church," would convey 
to every reader, that the author meant by it the members 
*of the church generally, or collectively. In direct contra- 
diction, therefore, to what I consider the obvious sense of 
■this vote, I now take it upon me to state, (what I have de- 
jsl^red ia sybstance before,) that, of about thirty brethren 
of the church, not so many as four ever admonished Mr. 
W* for the crime of heresy, (unless publick reproaches, or 
observations and hints that are incidental, are called admo- 
pttiona ;) nor so many as six ever admonished him of his 
errour as fundamental, as essential to salvation, or to the 
Christian Character. 

As to the admonition of the Consociation, mentioned in 
Jthe vote, I will refer the reader to the Result, which con- 
tains the only admonition administered by that body. 

After Jthfcy Jiad deposed Mr. W. from the ministry, re* 
jected fcim from their fellowship, and dissolved his pastoral 
relation to th# Church in Brooklyn, they are complaisant 
•enough to say-r" and tenderly admonishing their late pas* 
tor to return to the Christian faith ;" and, as a farther ex- 
pression of £heir tenderness, and to give efficacy to their 
reproof by a direct and personal application, they were care* 
furtoirrform the pastor and the publick, (after refusing an ex* 
plaoation of a misunderstanding that had unfortunately oc- 
culted,) that the pastor was so deficient in moral rectitude, 
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as to vfolate an agreement, whidh, on their part, was pac& 
ick and liberal. 

To closfe my observations upon the vote of the church* 
I will state, that no admonition was administered to* Mr. W.* 
by the church, or any of its members, at the meeting whea 
he was suspended from communion. % 

' I have now finished my Review of the tKnrtrovfcrsy rela- 
tive to Mr. W.'s ministry, and' his connexion with the 
church. I feel it to be a matter of regret, that I cannot* 
consistently with the limits tvhicli I had prescribed to my- 
self u this Review, extend the history of the churfch in 
Bropldy n to a later period. 

• • I shall here only observe, that after the suspension eif Mr* 
W. from communion, the principal authors of the new 
system, "in the full tide" (as they apprehended) u of suoi 
fcessful experiment/' entered upon a course of discipline 
Kor of what some would call persecution) against Several 
members of the church. They had now commenced the 
work <of reformation upon a more extensive plan. Three 
members who had been active and influential in support of 
Mr. W.'s ministry, and especially of his Christian and 
ministerial rights, were selected as victims of their pious 
♦zeal, to be sacrificed upon the altar of truth ahd love; 
The business of reformation, having all the interest of ric>v- 
clty ? went on rapidly for a time. The principal actors in 
this scene, who were naturally of a warm temperament, and 
tyere distinguished for their resolution and perseverance; 
appeared strong in the faith, and full of expectation. But 
unfortunately, in their progress, they discovered many and 
increasing difficulties, which they had not foreseen. They 
saw, when it was too late,* that, in their "first movements; 
there • was a capital defect They soon learnt by eiepeit 
ence, that what they had recently gained in teal, they had 
lost in prudence and management. Obliged to contend 
with the current of publick opinion, and with obstacles 
that were numerous and unexpected, they considered their 
-cotirfce too critical and adventurous to be pursued. Their 
seal abated; their operations were suspended ; and the ob- 
ject of reformation, by direct and decisive mea$uifes, was 
•relinquished, at least for a time. How soon the worfc of 
-discipline will be revived, (an employment in which they 
-engaged with much apparent satisfaction,) It is difficult 10 
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gaged in it before, will not enter upon it again, until thejr 
are prepared to act more deliberately, and are favoured, 
with a fair prospect of success. 

The church in Brooklyn in its present- situation, instead 
of resembling <c a city set on an hill, and giving light to- 
the world," has more the resemblance of 4t a city that ia 
broken down and without walls/' 

In consequence of the pretensions of some of its mem- 
bers to pre-eminent purity and soundness in the faith, o£ 
private animosities,, and of disaffection and hatred, occasion* 
ed by a self-confident and schismatick spirit, there has beei* 
no observance of a sacramental communion for more thai* 
a year. And bow is k to be expected, that asperities wilt 
be softened, animosities extinguished, and Christian hu~ 
milky and truth prevail, until the members in general, by. 
an example of forbearance and condescension, practically, 
allow to each other, in their difference of opinion,. the ex-, 
ercise and enjoyment of equal rights ;. and, in the faithful 
observance of the ordinances, of Christ, cultivate a meek 
and benevolent spirit. 

I think it proper to. remark r that while the church* 
has been thrown into, confusion by its divisions, and the. 
charity and. communion of its members have been seriously 
interrupted by a difference of opinion that is inevitable a- 
mong Christians in this state of imperfection, . the .society . 
have as yet maintained those principles of religious liberty, 
which are essential to the permanent existence and general 
welfare of every community. And I hope they will con- 
tinue to realize, that the rights secured to a Christian soci- 
ety by these principles, are too valuable to be given away, 
at the exorbitant claims of ecclesiastical interference-^-toa 
sacred to be regarded with indifference. I trust they will, 
never think so lightly of their Christian rights, .as tp acquis 
esce in a system of intolerance and restrictive communion*, 
. Let every citizen, and every Christian, duly estimate the. 
worth of a good conscience^ and the importance, of a cor-* b 
rect knowledge of Christian doctrines and precepts, as pne 
who must give an account to his Lord. But let him new- 
er resign his understanding,, which was given him by .the; 
inspiration of the Almighty, to the fallible guidance and 
an/hority of men* And let opinions be estimated, morftpm:- 
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ticularly, by their habitual and practical influence in form- 
ing the moral character, and in contributing to die happi* 
ness^ of society. 

Religion, as to its motives and obligations, its spirit* tei*- 
dency, and ultimate effects, is not to be regarded with irj* 
difference and insensibility. Any subject that is worthy 8 
of inquiry and investigation, and, especially, that involves 
in it important consequences, either immediate or remote* 
demands attention, and may well excite a degree of solici-. 
tude and zeal. And I trust it will be universally agreed* 
that religion, as to the objects it contemplates, the duties, 
it enjoins, and the ends it pursues, is a subject of this kind. 
But we must not be unmindful, that religious zeal should 
always be accompanied with knowledge, and with true 
and practical humility. Otherwise it will growinto enthu- 
siasm, and we shall have more occasion to deplore its des- 
olations, than to admire its wisdom, or to rejoice in its 
amiable and happy effects. 

There are two extremes, to which Christians in different 
circumstances, and of different sensibility, imagination, and' 
habits of thinking, are apt to incline. In the one case, we 
discover too great an adherence to certain mysterious and 
inexplicable doctrines ; and in the other, too much inclina- 
tion to determine the credibility of the doctrines of reyela- . 
tion by what* is frequently called the test of reason and phi- 
losophy. In the first instance, faith, valuing itself too 
much for its superior discoveries and attainments, and thus 
degenerating into obstinacy and superstition, loses almost 
the whole of that practical character, which is humble, a- 
miable, and attractive. Reason, on the contrary, averse in 
its general principles to any thing like mystery, making 
too little use of the affections in religion, and reducing 
almost every thing to the cold calculations of abstract and 
philosophical principles— -exhibits nothing to the observer 
but the unanimated features of a lifeless form. 

But, if I am not -mistaken, there is a happy temperature 
in religion, which neither oppresses by its intolerance, con- 
sumes with its zeal, nor congeals with its frigid calcula- 
tions. It rather inspires and enlivens, until it diffuses 
through the soul a genial warmth, and exhibits, in the con- 
versation and life, that powerful and attractive simplicity, 
which cannot fail to engage the affections, and command 
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respect* Let it therefore be the care of every Christian* 
every church* and every society, to preserve the happy 
medium between the extremes. Amidst all their specu- 
lations, and differences of opinion, let them (if they please) 
4se their endeavours to convince and persuade* At the 
same time, conscious of the imperfections of the human 
mind, the dfcceitfulness of the heart, and of the frailty of 
human nature, let them endeavour to possess "the unity 
of the Spirit in the bond of peace*'* 

Let all remember, that " now we see through a glass 
darkly"— " now we know in part"— " And now abideth 
faith, hope, charity, these three ; but the greatest of these 
is charity." 
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for the JdminUtration p/ Church DiatifiHne, unanimb&ty *§fttdtfr 
on, and consented to, by the Elders ant$ all the Churches in the Cols* 
ny of Connecticut^ in J/cvj-tLhgtqndi convened by Delegation in 4 
General Council^ at Saybrooky September 9, 1/TQ3. 

' I. THAT the elder or elder* of a particular churchj; witfj t&t consent 
Of the brethren of the same, have power and ought to exercise cfiurcTi disci* 
pline according to the rule of God's word, in relation to all scandals that fall 
out within the same. And it may be meet in all cays of. difficulty, for the 
respective pastors of particular churches, to' take advice of the^loers of the 
churches in the neighbourhood, 'before they proceed to censure in suclj 
cases. Matth.xviii. IT; Heb. xiii. IT; 1 Cor. v. 1, 5, 1ft ; ft Cor. ii. $ * 
Proy.xi. U; Acts xv. lft; 

Hi That the churches which are neighbouring each to .other, shall corw 
sociate for mutual affording to each other such assistance as may be requi- 
site, upon all occasions ecclesiastical. And that the particular pastors and 
churches, within the respective counties in this government, shall be one 
Consociation (or more, if they shall judge meet) for the end aforesaid. Psal. 
exxii. S, 4, S, and exxxiii. I ; Eccl. iy. to lft $ Acts xy. 2, 6, ftft, ftS ; i 
Tim. iy. 14; 1 Cor. $vi. 1. 

III. That all cases of scandal that fall out within the circuit of any of 
the aforesaid Consociations, shall be brought to a Council of the elders, and al- 
so messengers of the churches within the said circuit, i. e. the churches of one 
Consociation, if they see cause to send messengers, when there shall be pea} 
pf a Council for the determination of them. 3 John 9, 10 ; 1 Cor, xvi. 1 ; 
Gal. vi. 1, ft i ft Cor. xiii. ft ; Acts xy . ftft ; ft Cor. viii. ft3. 

IV. That accord ing to the common practice of our churches, nothing shall 
be deemed an act or judgment of any Council, which hath not the major 
part of the elders presfnt concurring, and such a number of the messen- 
gers present as makes the majority of the Council : Provided , that if any sucrj 
church shall not see cause to send any messengers to the Council, or the per* 
sons chosen by them shall not attend, neither of these shall be any obstruc- 
tion to the proceedings of the Council, or invalidate any of their acts. Acts 
xv. 2$ ; l Cb r . xiv. Sft, 33. ' 

V. That when any case is orderly brought before any Council of the 
churches, it shall there be heard and determined, which (unless orderly re- 
moved from thence) shall be a final issue ; and all parties therein concerned 
shall sit down and be determined thereby. And the Council so hearing and 

fiving the result or final issue in the said case as aforesaid, shall see their 
etermination or judgment duly executed and attended, in such way or 
spanner as shall in their judgment be most suitable and agreeable to the 
word of God. Acts xv.; % Cor. r. $ ; ft Cor. ii. 6, 11, ana xiii. ft j Phil* 
sii. 15 j Rom. xiv. ft, 3. 

VI. That, if any pastor and church doth obstinately refuse a due attend- 
ance and conformity to the determination of the Council that hath the cog* 
nis?nce of the case, and determineth it as atyxye, after due patience used, 
they shall be reputed guilty of scandalous contempt, and dealt with as the 
rule of God's word in such case doth provide $ and the sentence of non -com- 
munion shall be declared against such pastor and church. And the church- 
es are to approve of the said sentence, dv withdrawing from the communion 
of the pasjtor and church which so refuseth to be healed. Rom. xvi. IT : 
Mat. xviii. 15, 16, 17, by proportion. Gal. ij. 11 to U i ft These, iii. 3, 14* 



tffl. Tfiat fci awe any diljiculties shall arise in any of thfe churchf 3 til 
polony, which cannot be issued without considerable disquiet, that chui 
Jn which they arise*(or that minister or member aggrieved by them) shall 
npply themselves to the Council «f ifee coa^ociatea churches of the. circuit 
to which the said church belongs, who, if they see cause, shall thereupoa 
{Convene, bear and determine sucj* caiea of difficulty ? unless the matter 
brought before tjiem shall be judged so great in the name* of it, or so doubt- 
/ol in the issue, or of such genctaTconc^frn, that the said Council shall judge 
pest that it be reieqied to a fuller Council, consisting of Che churches of the 
other Consociation within |he same county, (or of the next adjoining Con> 
sociation of another county, if there be nqt two Consociations in the county 
IWhere the difficulty ariseth) who, together with themselves, shall liear, 
Judge, determine, and finally issue such case according to jthe word of Qod* 
Prov. id. 14} 1 Cor* xiv. 3$, and xiv. S4, by proportion. 

L V i 1 1. That a particular church, in which any dMficuljty doth airise, m*y, 
*f they see cause, call a Council of the consoci^ied churche^of the ehecuit to 
grhich the said church belongs, before they proceed to sentence therein* 
put there ia not the same liberty jo an offending brother to call the aaii 
.Council, before the church to wnich hfi belongs proceed to exepmmuuica* 
Jtion in the said ca|e» unless with the consent <of the church. Acts xy. %i 
iWatth. xviii. ii, 16, ff. ' 

IX. That all the churches of the respective Consociations snallcnooKt 
if they see cau*e, one or two members of each church, to represent them in 
ihe Councils of the said churches, as .occasion may call, for them, who >shalf 
stand in that .capacity, till new be chosen for the same service, unless any 
church shall incline to choose their messengers anew, upon the convening of 
/such Councils. Acts xv. % t 4) % Cor. via. %&. 

X. That the minister or minister? of the county towns, and, where there 
are no ministers in such towns, the two next ministers to the said town, 
anal), as soon as conveniently may be, appoint a time and place for the meet- 
ing of the elders and messengers of the churches inthe said county, in or- 
der to their forming themselves into one or more Consociations, and notify 
jthe said time and place to the elders and churches of that county, who shaft 
attend at the same, the elders in their own persons, and the churches by 
their messengers, if they see cause to send them. Which elders and mes*- 
sengers so assembled in council, as also any other Council hereby allowed 
of, shall have power to adjourn themselves as need shall be, for the space of 
one year, alter the beginning or first session of the said Council, and no 
longer. And that minister who was chosen at the last session ot any Coun- 
cil to be moderator, shall, with the advice and consent of two more elders, 
lor, in case of the moderator's death, any two elders of the same Consocia- 
tion,) call another Council within the circuit, when they shall judge there 
is need thereof. And all Councils may prescribe rules as occasion may re- 
quire, and whatsoever they shall judge needful within their circuit, for the 
well performing, and orderly managing their several acts, to be attended by 
them, or matters that come under their cognizance, Pfyil. iv. $ j 1 Cor. 
xiv. 40; Phil. iii. 15, 16 j Rom. xiv. % p 3. 

XI. That if any person or persons, orderly complained of to a Council, 
or that are witnesses to such complaints, (having regular notification to ap- 
pear,) shall refuse or neglect so to do, in the place and at the time specified 
an the warning given, except they or he give spine satisfying reason thereof 
to the said Council* they shall be judged guilty of scandalous contempt. 
Col. ii. 5 1 Heb. xiii. If j 1 Thess. v. ft. 

XII. That the teaching elders of each county shall be, one association, 
(or more, if they see cause,) which association or associations shall assem- 
ble twice a year at least, at such time and place as they shall appoint, to 
consult the duties of their office, and the common interest of the churches, 
who shall consider anqi resolve questions and cases of importance which 
$hall be offered by any among themselves, or others | who also shall have 
power of examining and recommending the candidates of the ministry to * k * 



152 

tf 0* thereof, fral. txxxiii. 1 ; Acts xx. IT, tft to 5f ; Mai. ii* T * Mafcfc, 
v. 14: Deut. xvii. 8. 9,10 1 1 Tim. v. 2*| 1 Tim. ii. 15; 1 Tim. iii. #, 
IP; Rom. x. 15 ; 1 Tim* iv. 14. 

XT 1 1. That the said associated pastors shall take* notice of any among 
themselves that may be accused of scandal, or heresy, unto or cognizable 
by them ; examine the matter carefully ; and if they find just occasion, shall 
direct to the catling of the Council, where such offenders shall be duly pro- 
ceeded against. Lev. xix. 17; 1 Cor. v. 6 ; Tit. iii. 10, 11 ; Isa. lit. 11: 
Mai. Hi. 5 1 Tit.i. *to9 } Deut. xiii* 14 ; S John 9, 10, Rev. ii. 14, 15 ; 
1 Tim. i. 10, and iv. 14. 

XIV. That the said associated pastors shall also he consulted by bereav- 
ed churches belonging to their association, and recommend to such churches 
such persons as may be fit to be called and settled in the work of the gospel 
ministry among them. And if such bereaved churches shall hot seasonably 
call ana settle a minister among them, the said associated pastors shall lay 
the state of such bereaved churches before the General Assembly of this 
colony, that they may take such order concerning them as shall be foun4 
necessary for their peace and edification. ft Cor. xi. £8 j- Phil. ii. 19 9 ftO, 11 j 
ft Tim. ii. 15 ; Tit. l. 6 to 10; Isa. xtix. tft. 

XV. That it be recommended as expedient, that all the associations of 
this colony do meet in a general association by their respective delegates* 
one or more out of each association, orice a year ; the first meeting to be at 
Hartford, at the time of the general election next ensuing the date hereof; 
and so annually in ail the counties successively, at such time and place ao 
they, the said delegates, shall in theirannual meetings appoint* Heb. xiii. fc 
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